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The Lorp CHANCELLOR took his seat upon the Woolsack at a Quarter-past 
Four of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Filey Water and Gas Bill Aig diame Amendments considered, 
and agreed to ° vos ore oes eee 1 


Newcastle and Gateshead Water Bill ait airman Amendments 
considered, and agreed to ... ee - a me 2 


Fishguard and Rosslare Railway and Harbours Bill—Read the third 
time, with Amendments ; further Amendments made ; Bill passed, and 
returned to the Commons ... eee oe si eo oo ie 2 


West Ham Corporation Bill—Moved, That Standing Orders Nos. 143 and 
143a be considered in order to their being dispensed with in respect of 
the said Bill; agreed to; Bill read the third time with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons en a on ao 2 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 10) Bill—Amendments reported 
(according to order) ; further Amendments made ; and Bill to be read 
the third time To-morrow ... ues eS aes ote — aoe 3 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill—Returned from the 
Commons with the Amendments agreed to owe wl we 3 


‘Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill ee Amend- 
ments considered (according to order) and agreed to... . eee 3 
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Metropolitan Common Scheme (East Sheen) Provisional Order Bill— 
Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to ... Ses 


Devonport and District Tramways. Bill—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to ... owe aed a bes ove 


Heywood Corporation Water Bill [H. a deen from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments : ne as oon a 


Todmorden Corporation Water Bill [u.1.)—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments ove eee eee eee eee eee 


Chelsea Electricity Supply Bill [u.L.]—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments : The said Amendments considered, and 
agreed to... ea wee eed is os wn oes ee 


London and North Western Railway Bill [1.1.]—Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments : The said Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to eee ove ove ae eve — ove 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill [u.1.]—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments: The said Amendments considered, and 
agreed to... os ae ve ee a oes eee lee 


Rochdale Corporation Water Bill [u.L.]—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments: The said Amendments considered, and 
agreed to... oes oes see eee ese as eee see 


Seaham Harbour Bill [1.1.]—Returned from: the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments : The said Amendments considered, and agreed to ... 


Wath-upon-Dearne Urban District Council Bill [1u.1.]—Returned from 
the Commons agreed to, with Amendments: The said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to ... eee see vee ove ees 


Windsor and Ascot Railway Bill [u.1.]—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments : The said Amendments considered, and 
agreed to... eee nes ose eee eee see see eee 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Birtus, DeatHs, anp Marriaces (Scoritanp)—Forty-second Annual 
Report of the Registrar-General (Abstracts of 1896) ... ee ne 


Army—(1) General Annual Return of the British Army for the year 1897, 
with Abstracts, ete.; (2) (Military Prisons)—Report on the discipline and 
management of Military Prisons, 1897 ... eee ee exe oes 
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EpucaTion DEPpartmMENT—(1) Reports from University Colleges partici- 
pating in the grant of £25,000 made by Parliament for University 
Colleges in Great Britain; (2) Report of the Committee of Council 
on Education in Schools for the Blind and Deaf, with Appendices, 
1897-98; (3) Report of the Committee of Council on Education 
(England and Wales), with Appendix, 1897-98 ; (4) Special Reports 
on educational subjects, 1897-98 ; (5) (i.) Schools in receipt of Parlia- 
mentary grants, (ii.) Grants paid to school boards under Section 97, 
Elementary Education Act, 1870, Gti.) School Board oe and 
list of Loans ove - eos an ae - ; +a 


Raitway Accipents—(1) General report to the Board of Trade upon the 
accidents that have occurred on the railways of the United Kingdom 
during the year 1897 ; (2) Return of accidents and casualties as-reported 
to the Board of Trade by the several railway companies in the United 
Kingdom during the six months ending 30th June, 1898, in pursuance 
of the Regulation of Railways Act (1871), 34th and 35th Victoria, 
chapter 78 ; together with Reports of the Inspecting Officers of the 
Railway Department to the Board of Trade upon certain accidents 
which were inquired into ... one ove coe eee eos ove 


Boarp oF Trape (Lasour Department) (WAGES AND Howrs oF 
Lazsour)—Report and statistical tables relating to changes in rates of 
wages and hours of labour in the United Kingdom in 1897, with 
comparative statistics for 1893-96... — eee ears ea ou 


National PuysicaL Lasoratory—Reports and Minutes of Evidence, 
dated 6th July, 1898, of the Committee appointed by the Treasury to 
consider the desirability of establishing a National Physical Laboratory ; 
together with the Minute of nga of the Committee, dated 
3rd August, 1897... wale “e aoe =e ee 


Liquor Licenstnc Laws (Royat Commisston)—Fifth Report of the 
Royal Commission, and Minutes of Evidence taken before the Commis- 
sioners ; with Appendices and Index : Vol. VII. oes bes “ae 


LocaL GOVERNMENT Boarp—Twenty-seventh Annual Report, 1897-98 ... 


Trave Rerorrs, 1898—Annual Series: Diplomatic and Consular Reports 
on Trade and Finance: No. 2,169, Russia (St. Petersburg) ; No. 2,170, 
Egypt (Port Said and Suez) ; No. 2,171, Russia (Odessa) a 


Inp1a (Accounts AnD Estimates, 1898-99)-—Appendices to the explanatory 
memorandum by the Secretary of State for India; Presented (by 
Command), and ordered to lie on the 'Table es 33 wie 


Narionat Desr (Savines Banks)—Balance Sheet setting forth the assets 
and liabilities of the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National 
Debt in respect. of Trustee Savings Banks on 20th November, 1897 ... 


PREVENTION OF CrIME Act, 1871 (LicENCES wiTH SPECIAL ConDITIONS)— 
Licences granted by Her Majesty to Mary Ann Sprackland and Mary 
Jane Stretch, convicts under detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
them to be at large on condition that they enter the Royal Victoria 

Home, Horfield, Bristol... ve as a sk wie ant 
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Potice Act (1890)—Correspondence relative to the refusal of the Certificate 
of the Secretary of State under section 17 (2) of the Act, to the River 
Tyne Police Force, for the year ended 29th September, 1897 ... “ee | 


Loca GovERNMENT Act, 1888—1. Order of the County Council of the 
East Riding of Yorkshire, constituting the parish of Withernsea an 
urban district ‘to be called the Urban District of Withernsea,” as con- 
firmed by the Local Government Board. 2. Order of the County 
Council of Essex for transferring an area situate in the urban district of 
Braintree to the parish of Stisted and rural district of Braintree, as 
confirmed by the Local Government Board. 3. Order of the County 
Council of Leicester for uniting the parishes of Appleby Magna South 
into the parish of Appleby Magna, as confirmed by the Local Government 
Board. 4. (County Salop.) Order of the Local Government Board, 
altering their order confirming that of the County Council of Salop, con- 
stituting the urban district of Oakengates and the parishes of Lilleshall 
and Shiffnal. Laid before the House _— to eae and ordered to 
lie on the Table... . va Pe toe one T 


WorkKHovusE CuHapLains — Return respecting: Laid before the House 
(pursuant to order of 10th June last, and to be printed. [No. 202]... 8 


PUBLIC BILLS. 
Militia Ballot Bill— 


QUESTION and DEBATE :— 


The Earl of Wemyss ... 8 The Earl of Wemyss oes 9 
The Secretary of State 

for War (The Mar- 

quess of Lansdowne) 8 


Local Government (Ireland) Bill—Returned from the Commons with several 
of the Amendments agreed to ; several other Amendments agreed to, with 
Amendments, and a consequential Amendment to the Bill; and several 
other Amendments disagreed to, with Reasons for such disagreement : 
The said Amendments and Reasons to be printed, and to be considered 
To-morrow. [No. 201] ... _ ou wn on wn one 9 


Habitual Inebriates Bill—Third Reading— 


DEBATE :— 

Lord Belper... ose 9 The Earl of Wemyss os 12 

The Earl of Wemyss ... 9 The Premier and Seeretary 

The Premier and Secre- of State for Foreign — 13 
tary of State for The Earl of ian es 13 
Foreign Affairs (The Lord Belper ... ; ~~ 
Marquess of Salisbury) 11 The Earl of Wemyss o. 14 

The Earlof Wemyss ... 11 Lord Belper ... ‘ io - 

The Premier and Secre- The Earl of Wem, 88 16 
tary of State for The Lord Chancellor (Lord 
Foreign Affairs oo. 12 Halsbury) ... - 16 


The Earl of Wemyss “ae 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Bill read a third time. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“ Page 2, line 26, leave out ‘1893,’ and insert ‘1898.°"—(Lord Belper) ... 17 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 7, line 24, leave out ‘1893,’ and insert ‘1898.'"—(Lord Belper) .,. 17 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
* Page 8, line 24, leave out ‘ 1893,’ and insert ‘1898.’"—(Lord Belper) .,.. 17 


Amendment agreed to. 


Bill passed. 


Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Marine) Bill—Second Reading. 
STATEMENT :— 
The Earl of Dudley ... dire ee oes vee eee «-. 18 


Bill read a second time. 


Vagrancy Act Amendment Bill. 
Motion made— 
“That the Bill be read a third time."—(Lord Belper) ... sik ae. 


Motion agreed to— 


Amendment proposed— 
“To omit sub-section (4)."—(Lord Belper) a shed — ao ae 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“To omit Clause 2."—(Lord Belper) 


Lord Belper ... oe sie wae oe see wee a” 
Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 
‘That the Bill do pass.” 
Lord Belper ... eee eee oes eee tee eee oe | 24 


Motion agreed to. 
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| Benefices (No. 2) Bill. 
Motion made, and Question put— 


mm Pron That the two small Commons’ consequential Amendments be agreed 


The Earl of Selborne... 


Motion agreed to. 


Customs and Inland Revenue Bill—Read the second time (according to 
order) ; Committee negatived; and Bill to be read the third time 
To-morrow ... 

Trusts (Scotland) Bill. 

The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh)... 
Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 


Seed Supply and Potato Spraying (Ireland) Bill. 
The Earl of Denbigh ... 
Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 


Kingstown Harbour Roads Transfer Bill. 
The Earl of Denbigh... 
Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 


India Office (Store Depot) Bill—Amendment reported satel Ss to atest 
and Bill to be read the third time To-morrow eo 


Circuit Clerks of Justiciary sateen Bill—Read the third time shea -cord- 


ing to order), and passed 
Prisons Bill—Read the third time (according to order), and passed 


Vaceination Bill—On the Order for going into Committee on this Bill, 


Discussion :— 
The Marquess of Ailes- Lord Lister 
bury ... oe «= 27 The Earl of Portsmouth 


Lord Stanley of Alder ley 30 Lord Harris ... 
Question put. 
Amendment negatived. 


House resolved itself into Committee on the Bill... 
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Je [August 4.] tS Page 
CriavseE 1. 'd 
Amendment proposed— ? 
** Page 1, le ave out from ‘ repealed,’ in line 11, to the end of sub-section e 
(1)."—(Lord Harris) sia ie oo nee Mas tee ane 39 : 
4 Amendment agreed to. é 
t 
Amendment proposed— x 
; } 
‘* Page 1, line 28, leave out ‘that.’"—(Lord Harris)... aoe Pa 39 i 
Amendment agreed to. i 
4 Ky 
Amendment proposed— } 
“* Page 1, line 29, after ‘ vaccinated,’ insert ‘and in that case shall give a 5 
} certificate, under section eighteen of the Vaccination Act of 1867, of post- 


ponement of vaccination, and shall forthwith give notice _of any such i 
certificate to the medical officer of health for the district.’”—(Zord Harris.) ; 


Discussion :— 
The Earl of Camperdown 39 Lord Harris ... aes voc! See 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘ Page 2, leave out sub-section (5), and insert as a new sub-section— 
‘Notwithstanding any regulation of any lying-in hospital or infirmary, 
or other similar institution, the parent of any child born in any institution 
shall not be compelled under ned 4 regulation or otherwise to cause or permit 
the child to be vaccinated at any time earlier than the expiration of six 
months from its birth.’”—(Lord Harris.) 


2 


Lord Harris ... ee ease ae wee ces on we 40 
Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


‘*That clause 1, as amended, stand part of the Bill” .., ie tp. seal 40 
Agreed to. 


CrauseE 2. uA 


Amendment proposed— ‘ 


“Page 2, line 10, after ‘justices,’ insert ‘or a stipendiary or metropolitan f 
police magistrate.’ ”"—(Lord Harris.) : 

a 

Lord Harris ... aye wee aes aes es ie wae 40 4 

4 

Amendment agreed to. . i 


Amendment proposed— 
** Page 2, line 13, after ‘ justices,’ insert ‘ or magistrate.’ "—(Lord Harris) 40 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 2, at the end of the clause, insert as a new sub-section—‘ (2) This 
section sh come into operation on the passing of this Act, but in its 
application toa child born before the passing of this Act there should be 
substituted for the period of four months from the birth of the child the 


period of four months from the passing of this Act.’”—(Lord Harris.) 
Lord Harris ... 


Amendment agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


* That clause 2, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


Discussion :-— 


The Earl of Feversham 41 Lord Harris ... 
Tord Aldenham... <<. <8 Lord Stanmore 
Lord Harris ... sae 48 Lord Harris ... 
The Earl of Portsmouth 49 Lord Loch 


Lord Harris... 49 The Marquess of Salisbury... 


The Earl of Feversham 50 


The House divided :— Contents 38 ; Not-Contents 40. 


CravsEs 3 To 5. 
Motion made, and Question put— 
* That clauses 3, 4, and 5 stand part of the Bill” 
Agreed to. 


CLAUSE 6, 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 2, line 30, after ‘Act,’ insert ‘every existing vaccination officer 
who, by virtue of this Act or anything done in pursuance of or in consequence 
of this Act, suffers pecuniary loss by diminution or loss of fees, shall be 
entitled to have compensation paid to him for such pecuniary loss by the 

d of guardians whose officer he is, regard being had to the duration of 
his service, or services under any boardofguardians and all the circumstances 
of the case. All expenses incurred by a board of guardians in pursuance of 
this action shall be paid out of the poor rate.’"—(The Earl of Hardwicke.) 


The Earl of Hardwicke 


CuauseEs 6 To 9. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


‘** That clauses 6, 7, 8, and 9 stand part of the Bill.” 
Agreed to. 
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CuiauseE 10. 





Amendment proposed— 
* Omit clause 10,”— (EZarl of Feversham.) 


CD RT as oe 


Discussion :— 


The Earl of Feversham 59 Lord Harris ,,, * oo 
The Earlof Camperdown 59 The Earl of Camperdown -. 60 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


OS cee tee) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 3, line 13, after ‘shall,’ insert , panne 7s this am 7" 
provided.’ ”—(Lord Harris) 61 


Question put. 
Agreed to. 
House resumed. 


Bill reported, with Amendments, to the House. 


Metropolitan Common Poor Fund Bill, 1898. 


Motion made, and Question put— 
“That the Bill be now reai a second time.”"—{Lord Harris) .., at 61 
Agreed to. 


Lanp Commission (Markey v. Eart or GosrorD). 


MorTion AND DEBATE :— 


Viscount Templetown ... 62 Viscount Templetown w. 64 
The Earl of Denbigh ... 64 


Motion withdrawn. 


Poor Law Evectrorat Divisions. 


Morion anp DEBATE :— 


Viscount Templetown ... 695 The Lord Chancellor of Ire- 4 
land (Lord Ashbourne) ... 65 : 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Irish Local Government Bill and the Repealed Acts. \ 


Motion anp DEBATE :— 


Lord Farnham ... << 6 The Earl of Denbigh ww ae 
Tiscount Templetown ... 66 Lord Farnham = see, Se 


SV iT IO 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Expiring Laws Continuance Bill—Read the first time ; to be printed; and 
to be read the second time To-morrow. _ 199. eI The wees cane 
of Salisbury) oes 


Nonconformist Marriages (Attendance of Registrars) Bill—Read the first 


time ; to be be printed ; and to be read the second time To-morrow. 
[No. 200.]—( The Earl of Selborne) 


Outdoor Relief (Ireland) Bill—Read the first time, to be printed ; and to be | 


read the second time on oe next. = 204.|—( The Earl of 
Denbigh) eee - - oe ove vee ove 


House adjourned at 8. 





COMMONS: THURSDAY, 4ru AUGUST 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at Three of the Clock. 


NEW MEMBER. 


New Member sworn: GEorGE Doveury, esquire, for the borough of 
Great Grimsby . 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bolton, Turton, and Westhoughton Extension Bill—Lords’ Amendments 
considered, and agreed to .. eo one eve a 


Glasgow Corporation iia ene Amendments considered, 
and agreed to — a fee ace 


Knott End Railway Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to ... 
Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Bill—Lords’ Amendments con- 


sidered, and agreed to 


PETITION. 


CaTHoLic UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND—Against : From Kilmarnock ; to lie 
upon the Table — “ 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Co ~ a ETC.—Return Leanne 3rd es to be ‘ee [No. 


Birtus, DeEatHs, MarrtaGEs, AND VACCINATION (ScoTLAND)—Copy pre- 
sented of Forty-second Detailed Annual Report of the Registrar General 
of Births, Deaths, and Marriages in Scotland (Abstracts of — [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table vee 


DEATHS FROM STARVATION OR ACCELERATED BY Privation (Lonpon) 
Return presented relative thereto [Address, 24th February ; Mr. 
Talbot] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed [No. 353] ... 





AsyLums (ENGLAND AND WaALEs) (RELIGIOus MrinistRaTions)—Return 
presented relative thereto [Address 24th June ; Admiral phen to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed [No. 354]. ove ‘ 


Rattway AccipENTs—Copy presented of Returns of accidents and casualties, 
as reported to the Board of Trade by the several railway companies in 
the United Kingdom during the six months ending 30th June, 1898, 
together with Reports of the inspecting officers of the Railway Depart- 
ment to the Board of Trade, upon certain accidents which were inquired 
into [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Rartway Accipents (GENERAL ReErort)—Copy presented of General’ 


Report to the Board of Trade upon the accidents that have occurred 
on the railways of the United Kingdom during the — 1897 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table ‘ s oe ; 


Tramways (STREET AND Roap)—Return presented relative thereto (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 375 of Session 1897) [ordered 
ith July ; Mr. ee to lie upon the Table, and to be printed [No. 


Epwucation (ENGLAND AND WaALEs)—Copy presented of Report of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education (England and Wales), with Appendix, 
1897-8 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. Copy presented of 
Statement showing (1) schools in receipt of Parliamentary grants ; (2) 
grants paid to school boards under section 97, Elementary Education 
Act, 1870; and (3) school board accounts and list of loans for the year 
1897-8 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. Copy presented of 
Report of the Committee of Council on Education on Schools for the 
Blind and Deaf, with race: 1897-8 8 [hy ne to lie upon 
the Table re ea 


EpucatTion DrerartmENt—-Copy presented of Reports from University 
Colleges participating in the grant of £25,000 made by Parliament for 
“ University Colleges in Great Britain ” (1898) [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. ‘Copy presented of Special Reports on Educational 

Subjects, 1897-8 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table eae 
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Local GOVERNMENT Act, 1888 (LEIcESTER)—Copy presented of Order 
of the County Council of Leicester for uniting the parishes of Appleby 
Magna North and Appleby Magna South into the parish of Appleby 
Magna, under section 57 of the Act, as confirmed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... ee en ov 


LocaL GOvERNMENT Act, 1888 (East Ripinc oF YorkKsHIRE)—Copy 
presented of Order of the County Council of East Riding of Yorkshire 
constituting the Parish of Withernsea an urban district, to be called 
“the urban district of Withernsea,” under section 57 of the Act, as 
confirmed by the Local Government Board a [hy sr to lie upon the 
Table - woe 


TravE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, annual series, Nos. 2,169 to 2,171 [by bigesseteig ilk ; to 
lie upon the Table ... - 


CoLontaL Reports (AnnuaL)—Copy presented of Report, No. 231, Bar- 
bados, Annual Report for 1897 [by Command]; to lie upon the "Table 


Parers Laip UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HovsE—l. 
Adjournment Motions under Standing Order No. 17: Return relative 
thereto [ordered 3rd August; Dr. Farquharson] ; to be printed [No 
356]. 2. Closure of Debate (Standing Order No. 25): Return relative 
thereto [ordered 3rd August ; Dr. Farquharson] ; to be printed [No. 
357]. 3. Divisions of the House: Return relative thereto [ordered 
3rd August; Dr. Farquharson]; to be printed. 4. Private Bills and 
Private Business : Return relative thereto [ordered 3rd August; Dr. 
Farquharson]; to be printed. 5. Public Bills : Return relative thereto 
[ordered 3rd August; Dr. Farquharson]; to be printed. 6. Public 
Petitions: Return relative thereto aaed 3rd August; Dr. 
Farquharson] ; to be printed. 7. Select Committees: Return relative 
thereto [ordered 3rd August; Dr. Farquharson]; to be printed. 8. 
Sittings of the House: Return relative thereto [ordered 3rd August ; 
Dr. Farquharson] ; to be printed. 9. Business of the House (Days 
occupied by Government and by Private Members): Return relative 
thereto [ordered 3rd August; Dr. Farquharson]; to be printed [No. 
358]. 10. Land Transfer Rules: Copy of General Rules, made in 
pursuance of the Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897 [by Act] 


EpucaTion (PRimaRY AND SECONDARY ScHOOLs)—Return ordered “ of the 
joint memorandum on the relations of primary and secondary schools to 
one another in a national system of education, which was based on the 
statistics embodied in a Parliamentary Paper No. 264 of Session 1898.” 
—Colonel Lockwood. 


MuniciraL Corporations (RepropuctiveE Unpertakines)— Return 
ordered “ of the water, gas, tramway, electric lighting and other repro- 
ductive undertakings carried on by municipal boroughs.”—(Sir Henry 


Fowler) aoa Sas 


Gas Companies (METROPOLITAN CHARGES)—Report from the Select 
Committee brought up, and read ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed [No. 359]. Minutes of Proceedings to be printed [No. 359] 
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KITCHEN AND REFRESHMENT Rooms (House or Commons)—Pewer given 
to the Select Committee to report their observations ; Report brought up 
and read ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed [No. 360] ... 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Universities and College Estates Bill—Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered and agreed to eee cee ove ove oes 


Libraries Offences Bill—Lords’ Amendments to be considered forthwith ; 
considered and agreed to * sins ove one “is : 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Vexatious Actions (Scotland) Bill ; Parish Fire 
Engines Bill, without Amendment; Vagrancy Act Amendment Bill ; 
Habitual Inebriates Bill; Great Central Railway Bill; Keighley Cor- 
poration Bill; Wey Valley Railway Bill; Paignton Improvement Bill ; 
Great Western Railway (New Works) Bill ; London United Tramways 
Bill; St. Helens Corporation Bill ; Fishguard and Rosslare Railways 
and Harbours Bill; West Ham Corporation Bill, with Amendments ; 
Amendments to London Univ ersity Commission Bill [u.1.]; Buckie 
(Cluny) Harbour Bill [u.1.]; Great North of Scotland Railway Bill 
[u.L.] ; Newhaven and Sleaford Water Bill [.L.]; Carlisle Corporation 
Water Bill [u.L.]; Forres Water Bill [H.L.]; Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Corporation Bill [. L.]; North British Railway Bill [u.1.] ; Portsmouth 
Corporation Tramways Bill [1.t.], without Amendment “ eae 


Nawab or Dir—Question, Mr. H. Roberts (Denbighshire. W.); Answer, 
The Secretary| of State for India ams \eiaieg Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) cas ma a ae aoe oes es 


LeicestER ReEGIMENT—Question, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ; Answer, 
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SUPPLY (20Tn ALLortep Day)—House in Committee. 


Civit Service Estimates, 1898-9—£272,887 for superannuation and 
retiring, compensation, and compassionate allowances. 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanark, Mr. Dillon 
Mid) ... 104 Mr. Hanbury... 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, £)... 104 Mr. Dillon ° 
[The Deputy ee 105 Mr. Labouchere (Northamp- 
Mr. Dillon mi 105 ton) .. : 
Mr. Caldwell... we» 105 Mr. Hanbury... 
Mr. Dillon inn 107 Mr. Labouchere 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W. ) 108 Mr. —— 
Mr. Brigg (Yorks, W.R., Mr. Hanbury .. 
Keighley) —«.. 108 Mr. Caldwell.. - 
The Financial Secretary Sir J. Lubbock (London Uni- 
to the Treasury (Mr. versity) 
R.W. sataai Pres- Mr. Brigg 
an -» 108 Mr. Hanbury ... 


Mr. Lough slat -- 109 Mr, Caldwell... 
Mr. Hanbury... -.- 109 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made— 


“That a sum not exceeding £2,630 be granted to Her oe to 
complete the sum for Merchant Seamen's Fund Pensious” 


Agreed to. 
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’ Motion made— 


‘That a sum not exceeding £793 be granted to Her Majesty to. complete 
the sum ae meng | to defray the charge which will come in course of 
j payment during the year ending on the 3lst of March, 1899, for certain 
miscellaneous charitable and other allowances in Great Britain as és 


DIscussIoN :-— 


Mr. Labouchere -- =116 Mr. Hanbury.. 

Mr. Brigg ove wv Be Mr. Lewis (Flint Burghs) .. 
Mr. Hanbury ... 117 Mr. Hanbury... 

Mr. Woodall (Hanley). 118 Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, 
Mr. Hanbury ... 118 Lichfield) . 


Dr. Clark (Caithness) . 119 Dr. Clark 
Mr. Hanbury ... « 119 


Amendment put. 
The House divided :—Ayes 62; Noes 117. (Division List No. 275.) 
Vote agreed to. 


Vote for £793 for certain miscellaneous and charitable allowances 
agreed to without discussion. 


On the Vote to complete the sum of £143,653 as a grant in aid of 
pauper lunatics in Ireland— 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Dillon és es (223 Mr. Caldwell.. . acc 
Mr. Caldwell... aca. 24 The Chancellor of the Ex- 


The Chancellor of the chequer 
Exchequer... 124 Dr. Clark 


Vote agreed to. 


Question put— 
“That a sum not exceeding £17,576 be granted to Her Majesty, to defray 
- the necessary charges for the year eating 3lst March, 1899, connected with 


Hospitals and Infirmaries, and certain Miscellaneous Charitable and other 
allowances in Ireland, including sundry grants in aid.” 


DIscUSSION :— 


Mr. Caldwell... wes . 025 Dr. Clark 
Mr. Brigg tite soe 126 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £2,924 to pay certain Miscellaneous Expenses— 


DIscussION :-— 


Mr. Caldwell... vee 198 Dr. Clark 

Mr. Hanbury... we 28 Mr. Dillon 

Mr. Caldwell... vos ee Mr. Warner ... 

Mr. Hanbury ... ves, hee [ The Chairman] 

‘ Dr. Clark ees «ws 229 Sir C. Dilke ... 
Ser Cs Duke 00% .» 130 Mr. Hanbury.. 


Vote agreed to. 
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On the Vote of £20,000, as a Grant to the Congested Districts (Scot- 
land) Fund— 

Discussion :— 

6 Mr. Dillon eee ws 132 Mr. Graham Murray 

Mr. Hanbury ... -- =133 Dr. Clark “? 

Dr. Clark eee .- 133 Mr. Graham Murray 
0 Mr. Caldwell ... 134 Dr. Clark 
1 The Lord Advocate (Mr. Mr. Graham Murray 
l Graham Mi uray, Bute- Mr. Lough i ins 

shire) .. + 135 Mr. Caldwell... ons A 

l Mr. Caldwell aée we =135 Dr. Clark . 
2 Dr. Clark on ee 

Question put. 

Agreed to. 

Vote of £6,018 for repayment of Civil Contingency Fund, ete. 

Agreed to without discussion: 

Vote of £79,280 to defray the salaries of the Law Officers’ Department, 
the salaries and expenses of the Department of the Solicitor for 
the Affairs of Her Majesty’s Treasury, the Queen’s Proctor and 
Director of Public Prosecutions, the costs of prosecutions and other 
legal proceedings ows soo ove owe oes ove 

5 Motion made— 
5 “To reduce the salary of the Attorney General by £100.”—(Mr. Bartley.) 
5 Discussion :— 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, The Attorney General (Sir 
} en one -. 139 R. Webster, Isle of Wight) 
Mr. Bartley ... 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Motion made— 
**To reduce the salary of the Attorney General by £2,000, 
p> Discussion :— 
Mr. Caldwell ...  ... 144 Sir R. Webster _... 
Sir R. Webster ... wee §=145 Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester)... 
Mr. Caldwell ... we» §=145 Sir R. Webster : 
Sir R. Webster ... -- =146 Mr. Broadhurst 
Mr. Caldwell ... we $146 Sir R. Webster 
Mr. Lewis eee we =147 Mr. Broadhurst me 
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Question put— 


“That the Vote be reduced 7 ~— in — of the er of the 
Attorney General ” 





Pave 


The Committee divided re 44; Noes 122. iiianis List No. 276.) 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made— 
“That the sum of £30,800 be granted to Her Majesty for miscellaneous 


"legal expenses and grants in aid of the expenses of the Incorporated Law 
Society.’ 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Hanbury ... «- 167 Mr. Loyd et i 


Dr. Clark ove -» 167 don) 

Mr. Hanbury... -- 168 Sir R. Webster 

Mr. Lewis 168 Mr. Lewis 

Sir A. Rollit (Islington, Sir R. Webster 
S. 170 [The Chairman] 


) 
Dr. Clark sia sia Bad Mr. Lewis 


Motion made— 


‘*That Item E be reduced by £1,000 in aaa of the salaries of the 
Railway and Canal Commission." "—(Mr. Lewis). 


Committee divided :—Ayes 28 ; Noes 118. (Division List No. 277. ‘' 


On the Vote to complete the sum of £326,251 for such of the Salaries 
and Expenses of the. Supreme Court of Judicature as are not 
charged on the Consolidated Fund— 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Brigg ree wea Dae Mr. Brigg 
Sir R. Webster ... oe ae Mr. Lewis : 
Mr. Caldwell ... veo Mae Sir R. Webster 
Sir R. Webster ... «ee igo Mr. Lewis 
Sir C. Dilke ... woe ETO Sir R. Webster 


Vote agreed to. 


Vote of £206,251 for Salaries and Expenses of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature, not charged to the Consolidated Fund, was agreed to. 


On the Vote of £5,285 for the Salaries and Expenses of the Land 
Registry— 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Caldwell ... .. 180 Mr. Gedge (Walsall) 
Mr. Lewis ie te | [ The Chairman] 

Sir R. Webster ... . 181 Sir R. Webster 

Mr. Caldwell ... ss. FO) 


Question put. 
Vote agreed to. 
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On the Vote of £28,810 for Salaries and Expenses connected with 
County Courts— 


Discussion :— 


Sir C. Dilke (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) 
Sir R. Webster ... ows 


Vote agreed to. 
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Vote to complete the sum of £55,107 for Police in England and Wales, 


agreed to. 


Votes of £604,696, for Prisons in England, Wales, and the Colonies, 


agreed to. 


Vote to complete the sum of £262,698 for Reformatory and Industrial 


Schools in Great Britain. 


Discussion :— 
Lord H. Cecil (Green- 


wich) ... «e 
Mr. Flower (Bradford) 
The Secretary of State 

for the Home Depart- 

ment (Sir M. W. Rid- 
ley, Lancashire, Black- 
pool) ... eee 

Lord H. Cecil ... 

The Secretary of State 
for the Home Depart- 
ment .. 

Mr. Richards (Finsbury, 
E. 

The eee of State 
for the Home rr 
ment eee 

Mr. Richards 

Mr. Birrell aaa 

Mr. Talbot (Oxford Uni- 
versity) 


Vote agreed to. 
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Mr. Dillon ... 200 
The First Lord of the Tre rea- 
sury.. 201 
Sir W. Harcourt (Monmouth- 
shire, W.) . .- 202 
Lord H. Cecil sue oe ©6202 
[The Chairman] ... +» 202 
Lord H. Cecil + -- 203 
The Secretary of State for 
the Home Department... 203 
Admiral Field (Sussex, East- 
bourne) «+ 203 


The Secretary of State for 
the Home Department... 206 


Admiral Field ove 206 
The Secretary of State for 

the Home Department... 207 
Admiral Field 207 


Mr. Bill ( Staffordshire, Leek) 20T 
The, Secretary of State for 
the Home Department... 208 


£22,251, to complete the sum for the Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic 


Asylum. 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs) os 
Commander Young (Wok- 
ingham, E.) . “ 
The Secretary ‘of State 
for the Home tint 


ment we. vee +o 
Vote agreed to. 
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Curause IV. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘*'That a sum not exceeding £681,867 be granted to Her Majesty, to com- 
5%;  DPlete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 


«eestic during the ¥ ad ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for Public 
ucation in Scotlan 


Seinaiins — 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. Mr. Caldwell 
A. Graham nee The First Lord ve the Trea- 
Buteshire)  ... 211 sury 
Dr. Clark sie sco OEE Mr. Channing 
Mr. Graham Murray ... 212 Dr. Clark... 
Dr. Clark eos ww. =213 — * ag Lord of the Trea- 
Mr. Graham Murray ... 213 
Dr. Clark ove wo. 216 Colonel Lockwood Esser, 
Mr. Graham Murray ... 215 Epping) . 
Captain Sinclair _— 
far)... eee 216 


Vote postponed. 


“Resolutions to be reported this day ; Committee also report progress ; 
to sit again this day. 


‘ 


Wementary School Teachers ties eames Bill—Order of the silane for 
’ ° the Third Reading read 


Motion made— 


** That the Bill be now read a third time.” 


Discussion :— 
Colonel Lockwood eee 222 The Vice-President of the 
Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) 223 Committee of Council on 
Mr. Dalziel... --. 226 Education (Sir J. Gorst, 
Mr. Butcher ating ewe 226 Cambridge University) 


Dr. Clark ee coe ©6227 
Question put, and anid to, 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Bill—Considered in Committee 


CravseE 1. 
Amendment proposed— 


” Page 1, line 22, to leave out the words ‘thirty-first day of March,’ and 
insert ‘ thirtieth day of September.’”"—(Dr. Clark) 


Question proposed— 
‘“‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the clause.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Graham Murray ... 228 Dr. Clark 
Mr. Caldwell ... wos 220 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 79; Noes 20. (Division List No. 278.) 
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CravseE 2. 



































Amendment proposed— 


“Page 2, line 5, to leave out sub-section 1.”—(Dr. Clark) 


Question proposed— 

‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the clause.” 
Discussion :— 

Mr. Caldwell ... oo. 282 Mr. Dalziel ... ose oo. 238 
The Committee divided :—Ayes 78 ; Noes20. (Division List No. 279.) 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* Page 2, after ‘ pounds,’ to insert ‘which shall be administered by the 
Fishery for Scotland.’”"—(Captatn Sinclair.) 


Discussion :-— 
Captain Sinclair .. 238 Mr. Graham Murray ... 283 


Amendment proposed— 


* Page 2, line 24, to leave out from the word ‘as to the word ‘ Parlia- 
ment,’ in line 25, inclusive, and insert the words ‘ Parliament shall hereafter 
determine.’ "—(Captain Sinclair.) 


Question proposed— 


“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill.” 


DIscussiIoNn :— 


Mr. Graham Murray ... 235 Mr. Caldwell 238 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) 236 Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock 

Mr. Crombie scaaivieamicaitl Burghs) ... 239 
shire) ... 237 Mr. Pirie oe eee .. 239 

Mr. Asquith (Fife En 237 = Mr. Dalziel ... 239 

Dr. Clark 4s 237 Mr. Colville (Lanark, 'N. E.) 240 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 75 ; Noes 23. (Division List No. 280.) 


Amendment proposed— 


** Page 2, line 24, to leave out from ‘forth’ to ‘ Parliament,” in line 25, 
and insert ‘ by Act of.’"—(Mr. Crombie.) 


Agreed to. 
Clause 3 agreed to. 
Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered this day. 
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Evidence in Criminal Cases Bill [u.L.1—Lords’ Amendments to Commons’ 
Amendments considered. 


Lords’ Amendments, as far as the Amendment in page 2, line 24, 
agreed to. 


‘* Lords’ Amendment, page 2, line 24, at the end of the Commons’ Amend- 
ment, to add— 


‘*(2) Butthis Act shall not apply to proceedings in courts-martial unless 
so applied— 


‘**(a) As to courts-martial under the Naval Discipline Act, 1366, by 
eee en made in pursuance of section sixty- five of that 
ct; an 


“(b) As to courts-martial under the Army Act, by rules made in 
section seventy of that Act.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘That this House doth agree with the Lords in the said Amendment.” 
—(Sir R. Webster.) 


Discussion :-— 
Mr. Caldwell ... «- =241 [ Mr. Speaker] 242 
[ Mr. Speaker] ... «- =241 The Solicitor General (Sir R. 
Mr, Caldwell ... we. 242 Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 242 


The House divided :—Ayes 76; Noes 14. (Division List No. 281.) 


Public Works Loans Bill—As amended, considered. 
Motion made, and Question put— 
“That the Bill be now read the third time.”—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


Discussion :— 
Dr. Clark ons w. 248 Mr. Hanbury ee we §=.248 
Agreed to... eee ou we ove ows eee ae we §=244 


Billread third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT—W hereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 
18th day of July last, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without 
Question put. 

House adjourned at 2.10. 





LORDS, FRIDAY, 5tx AUGUST 1898. 


Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR took his seat upon the Woolsack at a Quarter- 
past Four of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Heywood Corporation Water Bill (a. L.] — Commons’ Amendment con- 
sidered, and agreed to Be ; alas — , ae we. 245 


Todmorden Corporation Water Bill (s. L.] — Commons’ Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to noe ‘te ae a ne wee =245 
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with the Amendments agreed to Ba cee eee eee 
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ments agreed to see eee eee eee er eee oes 
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Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Kingstown and Kingsbridge Junction Railway uaaenigaiptiog Bill 
[u.L.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to ... 


Mersey Railway Bill [1.1.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments : The said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 10) Bill— Read third time 
(according to order), with the Amendments, and anes and returned to 
the Commons << oa = “ es ae 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CoLoniEs (AnnuaL)—No. 231, Barbadoes : Annual Report for 1897 


BorovGu or MaipstoneE—Report of the Local Government Board on the 
Epidemic of Typhoid Fever, 1897; with Appendices 


METROPOLITAN Poor Law Scuoots—Report to the Local Government 
Board on the Ventilation and Warming in certain of the Metropolitan 


Poor Law Schools, by William Napier Shaw, M.A., F.R.S. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT Boarp—Second Report of the Committee appointed 
by arrangement between the President of the Local Government Board 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer to inquire into the sufficiency 
of the clerical staff and secretariat of the Local Government Board, 

having regard to the duties devolving on the Board, and into the exist- 

ing divisions of the w ork, the salaries of the officers, and the organisa- 
tion of the Department generally, and to recommend what changes 
should be made in the existing arrangements 
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RerormatTory anv InpustriaL ScHoots (GREAT Britain)—Forty-first 
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and Industrial Schools ove oes 


Prisons (ENGLAND AND WaLEs)—Report of the Commissioners of Prisons 
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PoticE (MEtTRopoLIs) — Report of the Commissioner of Police of the 
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InEBRIATES Acts, 1879 anp 1888—Eighteenth Report of the Inspector of 
Retreats under the Inebriates Acts, for the year 1897 ... one ee 
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in each of the last 15 years, from 1883 to 1897 ; Thirty-fifth Number.. 


BoiLER ExpLosions—Report to the Secretary of the Board of Trade upon 
the working of the Boiler Explosions Acts, 1882 and 1890; with 
Appendices (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper C.—8,630). Pre- 
sented (by command), and ordered to lie upon the Table . 


Lanp TransFER Acts, 1875 anp 1897—Rules relating to Land Registry ; 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table... eve eee eee ove ove vee eee . 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Libraries (Offences) Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to eee aes ‘ial ave ° eee eee eae 


Universities and College Estates Bill — Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to es eee eee ove eee 


Evidence in Criminal Cases Bill [n.1.]—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments made by the Lords to the Amendments made by 
the Commons, agreed to ee ee ove ves 


Vaccination Bill—Report of Amendments to the Vaccination Bill received. 
On the order that the Bill be read a third time— 
Discussion :— 


The Earl of Feversham... 249 Lord Stanley of Alderley ... 
The Lord Chancellor 
(The Earl of Halsbury) 250 
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Bill read a third time, and passed. 
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Metropolitan Commons Bill ... sine oes ies sin 
Lord Rathmore sea 

Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 
Local Government (Ireland) Bill—On the Order for the consideration of 


Commons’ Amendments to Lords’ Amendments, and Commons’ reasons 
for disagreeing to certain of the Lords’ Amendments— 


Discussion :— 


The Lord Chancellor of The Earl of Camperdown ... 
Ireland (Lord Ash- 
bourne) ihe «. Zol 


Question put. 
Amendments agreed to. 
Motion made— 


“That their Lordships do not insist upon the following Amendments 
to which the Commons disagree— 


‘* Page 16, line 16, after ‘council,’ insert ‘and in the case of the borough 
of Galway the Galway Town Improvement Commissioners.’ ” 


“Page 16, line 27, after ‘borough,’ insert ‘and to the Galway Town 
Improvement Commissioners,’” 


“Page 93, line 19, after ‘Cork,’ insert ‘Galway.'”—(Lord Ashbourne)... 
Question put. 


Motion agreed to. 


Metropolitan Common Poor Fund Bill—House in Committee (according 
to order): Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read a third time on Monday next 


Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Fund) Bill—House in Committee (accord- 
ing to order): Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read a third time on Monday next 


Trusts (Scotland) Bill—House in Committee (according to order): Bill 
reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and 
Bill to be read a third time on Monday next owe sive oe 


Customs and Inland Revenue Bill—Read third time (according to order), 
and passed... ee ar oes oes eee . ses 


India Office (Store Depot) Bill—Read third time (according to order), 
with the Amendment, and passed, and returned to the Commons _ 


Expiring Laws Continuance Bill—Read second time (according to order), 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next ... 
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Discussion :— 
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House Adjourned at 5. 





COMMONS: FRIDAY, 5ta AUGUST 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
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amended prints shall have been previously deposited—( Dr. Farquharson). 
Bill, as amended, accordingly considered. Ordered, That Standing Orders 
223 and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read the third time— 
(Dr. Farquharson.) Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments ... “6 ae wag 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [1.1.]—Reported, with- 
out Amendment [Provisional Order Confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the 
Table ; Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 





Page 


255 


255 


256 


257 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. xxxi 
[August 5.] Page 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [u.1.]—Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon 
the Table ; Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next ... coe | 2Oe 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill [1.L.]—Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon 
the Table ; Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next ... wee = 257 


PETITION. 


Metropolis Management Acts Amendment (By- mand Bill—F rom St. anaie 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 257 
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to lie upon the Table eee * ee .. 258 


INEBRIATES Acts, 1879 AND 1888—Copy presented of Eighteenth Report 
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MeErtropoLitaN Poor Law ScuHoots (VENTILATION AND WarMING)— 
Copy presented of Report to the Local Government Board on the 
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Schools, by William Napier Shaw, of Emmanuel College, Cambridge, 
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TeLerKxones—Ordered, That the Select Committee on Telephones have leave 
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Navy (PRIzE Firinc)—Return ordered, showing, for the year 1896-7, the 


classification of competing Guns ; the amount of money paid to Guns’ 
Crews in each class ; the percentage proportion of the total amount paid 
in each class to Petty Officers and Seamen Royal Navy, to Non-com- 
missioned Officers and Gunners Royal Marine Artillery, to Non-com- 
missjoned Officers and Privates Royal Marine Light Infantry, 
respe ctively ; and the approximate number of Men in the Fleet from 
which the Guns’ Crews were drawn :— 
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Reported, without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report 
to lie upon the Table ; Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 
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the third time, and passed ... 
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Prisons Bill, w vithout Amendment ; India Office (Store Depot) Bill, with 
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ment; Amendment to—Tramway Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 


[u.L.]; Chelsea Electricity Supply Bill [a.1.]; London and North 


Western Railway Bill [u.1.] ; Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill 
[u.L.]; Rochdale Corporation Water Bill [u.1.]; Seaham Harbour 


Bill [u.1.]; Wath-upon-Dearne Urban District Council Bill (ats 
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H. Long, Liverpool, West Derby) (for the President of the Board of 
Trade, Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) Are aaa : 
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WinnipEG Water Worxs—Question, Mr. H. D. Greene (Shewsbury) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.)  ... sia ies fos ne “5 ~ soo 200 


ATTORNEY GENERAL—Questions, Lord H. Cecil (Greenwich), Mr. Gedge 
(Walsall) and Mr. Hazell (Leicester), (Absence of the Attorney General) 290 


Business OF THE HousE—Questions, Mr. P. O’Brien (Kilkenny) and Mr. 
Lewis (Flint Boroughs); Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr, A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ane xk ae Are coe “SOR 


PrIeRsHILL Barracks, EpinsurGH—Questions, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, 
Chorley) and Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; Answers, The Under Secretary 
of State for War (Mr. St. John Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... soe ee 


Hirep Transport “ Nupia ”—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.); Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. St. John Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford)... ove vee ove — oes “nt vee «- 292 


NEW MEMBER. 


Mr. FLercuer Mov ron, introduced by Mr. Lambert (Devon, South 
Molton) and Mr. Billson (Halifax), took the oath and his seat for the 
Launceston Division of Cornwall, amid Opposition cheers sie ove Se 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY [2lst ALLorrep Day |—Considered in Committee. (In the 
Committee) ... 


292 
Civit Service Estimates, 1898-99, 
Motion made— 


‘‘That a sum, not exceeding £26,582, be granted to Her Majesty for 
salaries and expenses of the Registrar General of Births in England.” 
DISCUSSION : — 
Dr. Clark (Caithness) ... 292 Dr. Clark... ae we §=293 
The Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury (Mr. R. 
W. Hanbury, Preston) 293 
Question put. 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £340,535, be goats to Her Majesty, for 
stationery, printing, paper, binding, and printed books for the public service, 
to pay the salaries and expenses of the Stationery Office, and for sundry 
miscellaneous services, including the Reports of the Parliamentary Debates.’ 
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Discussion :— 

Mr. Lowles (Shoreditch, Mr. T. P. O'Connor... .- 3038 
Haggerston) . 294 Mr. Hanbury... or .. =—8038 
Mr. Lewis (Flint Burghs) 294 Mr. Dillon... on «- S08 
Mr. Carvell Williams Mr. Lough ... 304 
(Notts, Mansfield) ... 295 Colonel Welby (Taunton) . 304 
Mr.Lough(Islington,W.) 296 Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) 304 
Mr. T. C. Warner (Staf- Mr. Flower (Bradford, sa si 304 
fordshire, Lichfield)... 297 Mr. T. P. O’ Connor.. 305 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor Mr. H. JW “ilson ( York, W. R., 
(Liverpool, Scotland) 297 Holmfirth) ... at . 3806 
Dr. Clark ave - 298 Mr. Hanbury... ent a. 36 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.)... 300 Mr. Dillon... aa ... 306 


Mr. Hanbury... cca: 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Discussion :— 


Sir W. Harcourt (Mon- Mr. Lewis... 307 
mouthshire, IV.) .-. 306 Mr. Labouchere ( Nor thamp- 

Mr. Dillon ee «ws: SOG ton) .. os (oOU 

Mr. Carvell Williams ... 306 An Monseretile Me nie a <2, 808 

Mr. Lough ue <x OOF Mr. Hanbury.. : ... 3808 

Mr. Hanbury... siete « ARNE Mr. Pi ierpoint (W. arringto: ive BOS 


Amendment negatived without a Division. 


On the Vote for £14,405 to complete the sum of £21,405 for the Office 
of Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues— 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Lewis sity ioe OOS Sir C. Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Mr. Hanbury... an ‘aul Forest of Dean) ... sae ee 
[r. Lewis... 39 is ee 


Question put. 
Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That a sum, not exceeding £37,094, be granted to Her Majesty to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charges for the year ending 31st 


March, 1899, for the salaries and expenses of the Works and Public Buildings 
Office.” 


Discussion :— 
Dr. Clark ws «oa ae 


Question put. 
Agreed to. 


bo 


[ The Chairman] al << 3 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £13,000, be granted to Her Majesty to 
complete the sum necessary to detray the charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for Her 
Majesty's Foreign and other Secret Services.” 


Mr. Dillon 
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Motion made, and Question put— 


‘*That a sum, not exceeding £3,000, be granted for the said Service ” 


Discussion :— 


Sir C. Dilke _... do es Dr. Clark i an, .. 318 
Mr. Labouchere... one: eS Mr. Hanbury ... wes ow ole 
Mr. Dillon sae vice. OD Sir C. Dilke ... ee we ae 
Mr.T.P.O’Connor ... 317 Mr. Hanbury ... oa .-. 820 
Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Mr. Dilion ... sos” G2U 

Brightside)... se OFS Mr. Carvell Wiltioms vos ee 


Dr. Clark... as 00 | ee 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 46; Noes 120. (Division List No.\282. 


Agreed to. 


On the Vote of £681,867, to complete the sum for Public Education and 
Science and Art in Scotland— 


Discussi0Nn :-— 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanark, Mr. Caldwell... aa .. 345 


Mad), «3: . 323 Mr. Graham Murray w. 345 
Captain Sine aie (F orfiar) 328 [ The Chairman] ae .. =346 
Dr. Clark (Caithness) ... 335 Mr. Caldwell... nt .. «346 
Mr. Graham Murray ... 337 Sing! Chairman] we mre | 
Dr. Clark en w. «=889 Mr. Caldwell... .. «847 
Mr. Graham Murray... 339 The First Lord ‘of the 
Dr. Clark a see O40 Treasury... we «.- 348 
Mr. Graham Murray... 340 Captain Sinclair °... .. 348 
Dr. Clark Bea > Mr. Colville (Lanark, N.E.) 348 
Mr. Graham Murray... 341 Dr. Clark a ae 1. 349 
Captain Sinclair we =343 Mr. Caldwell... was eS 
Mr. Graham Murray... 348 Mr. Graham Murray .«. oo 
Mr. Caldwell ... .. 844 Mr. Caldwell... ae ... 350 
[ The Chairman] ... 845 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes 38; Noes 88. (Division List No. 283.) 
The Vote to complete the sum of £4,400 in aid of the maintenance of the 

‘National Gallery, School of Art, and Museum of Antiquities, Scotland, 


was agreed to. 


On the Vote to complete the sum of £600,781 for salaries and expenses of 
the Department of Science and Art— 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Yoxall veined Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.) «. 356 

Bg W.) 352 Dr. Clark... ‘s an 359 

r. Brigg e: Tork. W. RB. Sir mY i Gorsit ... ee-6 eee 359 

Fon ees Mr. Gray cise ins ... 0364 

ve ighiey) a re B59 Sir J. Gorst ... ee <e }=6@e 
Mr, More (Shropshire, Mr. Channing (Northampton, 


Ludlow) aia vee OG By ses = ae .- 360 
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Mr. Lough eee -» 367 Sir J. Gorst 
Sir J. Gorst wae 368 Dr. Clark e 
Lin. J. Burns (Battersea) 368 Mr. Caldwell .. 
Mr. Caldwell... a Sir J. Gorst 
Sir J. Gorst ity oo O10 Dr. Clark + 
Mr. Caldwell... as STO Mr. Caldwell... 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Dr. Clark 


Question put— 


‘* That Item L1 be reduced by £100 i in respect of the salary of the Director 
of Dublin Museum of Science and Art.’ 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 47 ; Noes 106. (Division List No. 284.) 


The Vote was agreed to. 


On the Vote to complete the sum of £162,280 for the British Museum and 
Natural History Museum— 


Mr. Lewis 


The Vote was agreed to, together with the Votes to complete the sums of 
£16,274 for the National Gallery and National Gallery of British Art 
(Millbank), ete., and £6,025 for the National Portrait Gallery ... 


Upon the Vote to complete the sum of £5,927 for the purposes of the 
Wallace Gallery (Hertford House)— 
DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Caldwell... ax Oe Dr. Clark 
Mr. Hanbury... sain”: Ee Mr. Hanbury .. 
Mr. Bartley vee w. «6876 


The Vote was agreed to. 


Upon the Vote to complete the sum of £28,452 for sundry grants in aid of 
scientific investigation— 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Hanbury... soe O10 Mr. Brigg 

Dr. Clark is sisal. EG Dr. Clark 

Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Mr. Pirie aed ie 
Burghs) ea 378 Mr. Woodall (Hanley) 

Mr. Hanbury... 5 OS Mr. Hanbury 


Motion put. 


Vote agreed to. 
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On the Vote for £66,507 to complete the sum for grants. in aid of the 
expenses of certain Universities and Colleges in Great Britain, and for 
expenses under the Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 1889— 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Caldwell ... woe 380 Mr. Hanbury ... are --- 380 


Vote agreed to. 


£20, London University. 
Mr. Brigg oa me ae oan es te ae ... 380 


Vote agreed to. 


£271,600, Embassies and Missions abroad, and Consular Establishments 
abroad. 


Discussion :— 


Sir C. Dilke iss . 380 Sir C. Dilke ... ar .. §=—383 
The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lanes., 
Southport)... .. 383 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That Item C be reduced by £100 in respect of the salary of the Consul 
General at Zanzibar.”—(Sir C. Dilke.) 


DIscUSSION :-— 
Sir C. Dilke site eo. ae Sir W. Harcourt ars wee =e 


Mr. Curzon sie .. «385 Mr. Curzon ... oe os 6=6pee 
Sir C. Dilke sew ... 9386 Sir W. Harcourt oss .. 394 
Commander Bethell Mr. Curzon ... .. 395 
(York, E.R., Holder- The Secretary of State aia ‘the 
NESS) vse oe ... 886 Colonies... .. 395 
Mr. Curzon vibe .. «386 Dr. Clark aes ale son ee 
Dr. Clark se cc BOE Commander Bethell ... ... 396 
Mr. Curzon ati ty. ed Dr. Clark... sis oss nd 
Sir C. Dilke ... ... 388 Commander Bethell . ves OO 
Mr. Curzon ‘ 388 Mr. Dalziel ... .. 397 
Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, The Secretary of State for 
Chesterfield) . . 389 the Colonies . 397 
Mr. Labouchere ... 390 Mr. H. J. Wilson ' (York, 
Mr. Cicaiiein. .. 390 W.R., Holmfirth) ... ..- 398 
Mr. Labouchere... see Ot The First Lord of the 
Mr. Curzon — soe 60s Treasury... ree we. 399 
Mr. Labouchere ... ee Oe Sir C. Dilke ... ... 399 
Sir W. Harcourt sce. OR Mr. Gedge (W raleall) ..- 400 


Mr. Curzon ove we. 393 
The House divided :—Ayes 55; Noes 119. (Division List No. 285.) 


Main Question again proposed. 
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DiscussIon :— 
Mr. Lowe (Birmingham, Mr. Lowe ; we ven 
Edgbaston) ... 401 The First Lord of the 
The First Lord of the Treasury - 
Treasury iss soe S01 
Vote agreed to. 
Committee report progress ; to sit again on Monday. 
Vaccination Bill... eos 
Discussion :-— 
[Mr. Speaker] .. w. 402 The President of the Local 
Government Board (Mr. 
Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford) 
Motion agreed to. 
Lords’ Amendments to be considered forthwith. 
Lords’ Amendments, as far as the Amendment in page 2, agreed to. 
Amendment, in page 2, line 7, to leave out clause 2, the next Amend- 
ment, read a second time. 
Motion made, and Question put— 
“That this House doth disagree with the Lords in the said Amend- 
ment.”—( M7. Chaplin.) 
Discussion :— 
The President of the Mr. Gedge . oe 
Local Government The President of the Local 
Board ... eas cee 408 Government Board 
Wr. Grant Lawson( Vork, Mr. Gedge 
N.R., Thirsk) ..- 403 [ Mr. Speaker | are 
Mr. Monk (Gloucester) 495 The President of the Local 
The President of the Government Board 
Local Government Colonel Welby on unton) 
Board .. cox ©4006 Mr. Gedge 
Mr. iene (Ke nt, Mr. Wyndham (Dever 
Tonbridge)... soe SOT Mr. Gedge ‘ 
The President of the Mr. Wyndham 
Local Government Mr, J. Lowther ‘ 
Board) ... 409 Mr. Arnold (Halifax) 
Mr. J. Low thee "(lent Sir W. Harcourt 
Thanet) ain «oe 410 Mr. Gedge 
The President of the Sir W. Harcourt 
Local Government 
Board ... nese vex S10 


The House divided :—Ayes 129; Noes 34. (Division List No 286.) 
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Clause so restored to the Bill amended, by inserting, in line 4, after 
“justices,” the words “or a stipendiary or Metropolitan police 
magistrate”; in line 7, after ‘ justices,” the words “or 
magistrate” ; and by adding at the end of the clause, as a new 
sub-section, the words— 


‘**(2) This section shall come into operation on the passing of this Act, 
but in its application to a child born before the passing of this Act there 
shall be substituted for the period of four months from the birth of the 
child the period of four months from the passing of this Act.” 


Sir W. Harcourt oe Sr oe ee aie er an 


Subsequent Amendment agreed to 


Committee appointed to draw up Reasons to be assigned to the Lords 
for disagreeing to one of their Amendments to the Bill. Com- 
mittee nominated by Mr. Chaplin. Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. 
Attorney General, Mr. Solicitor General, Sir William Walrond, 
Mr. Walter Long, and Lord Stanley. To withdraw immediately. 
Three to be the quorum.—(Mr. Chaplin) 


SUPPLY [4rH Aveusr]—Resolutions reported. 
Civit Service Estimates, 1898-99, 


Crass VI. 


“1. That a sum, not exceeding £272,887, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for Super- 
annuation, Retired, and Compassionate Allowances and Gratuities under 
sundry statutes, and for Compassionate Allowances and Gratuities 
awarded by the Treasury, and for the Salaries of Medical Referees.” 


“2. That a sum, not exceeding £2,630, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for certain 
Pensions to Masters and Seamen of the Merchant Service, and to their 
Widows and Children.” 


«3. That a sum, not exceeding £793, be granted to Her Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
a during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for certain 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allowances in Great Britain.” 


“4, That a sum, not exceeding £13,653, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for a 
eae Aid of the Local Cost of Maintenance of Pauper Lunatics in 

reland.” 


> ==, 


“5, That a sum, not exceeding £8,576, be granted to Her Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
paynient during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for Hospitals 
and Infirmaries, and certain Miscellaneous, Charitable, and other Allowances 
in Ireland, including sundry Grants in Aid” tes 2 


Crass VII. 


“6, That a sum, not exceeding £1,924, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which wili come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day @f March, 1899, for certain 
Miscellaneous Expenses.” 
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“7, That a sum, not exceeding £20,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for a Grant to the Congested Districts 
(Scotland) Fund, constituted by The Congested Districts (Scotland) Act, 1897, 
in Aid of Expenditure in carrying out the purposes of the Act and for other 
purposes.” 


“8. That a sum, not exceeding £6,018, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the repayment to the Civil Con- 
tingencies Fund of certain Miscellaneous Advances” Sea wae fe 


Crass ITI. 


“9. That a sum, not exceeding £39,280, be granted to Her Majesty. to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of so mney during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries of the Law Officers’ Department; the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Department of the Solicitor for the Affairs of Her Majesty's Treasury, 
Queen’s Proctor, and Director of Public Prosecutions ; the Costs of Prosecu- 
tions, of other Legal Proceedings, and of Parliamentary Agency.” 


“10. That a sum, not exceeding £30,800, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for certain 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses, including a Grant in Aid of the Expenses of 
the Incorporated Law Society.” 


“11. That a sum, not exceeding £206,251, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for such 
of the Salaries and Expenses of the Supreme Court of Judicature as are not 
charged on the Consolidated Fund.” 


“12. That a sum, not exceeding £5,285, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Land Registry.” 


**13. That a sum, not exceeding £28,810, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses connected with the County Courts.” 


“14, That a sum, not exceeding £41,107, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries of the Commissioner and Assistant Commissioners of the Metropoli- 
tan Police, and of the Receiver for the Metropolitan Police District, the Pay 
and Expenses of Officers of Metropolitan Police employed on special duties, 
and the Salaries and Expenses of the Inspectors of Constabulary.” 


“15. That a sum, not exceeding £424,696, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Expenses of the Prisons in England, Wales, and the Colonies.” 


“16. That a sum, not exceeding £122,698, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Expense of the Maintenance of Juvenile Offenders in Reformatory, Indus- 
trial, and Day Industrial Schools in Great Britain, and of the Inspectors of 
Reformatories.” 


“17, That a sum, not exceeding £22,251, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
—— of Criminad Lunatics in the Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic 

sylum” .,., 


eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 


Resolution agreed to. 
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ApJOURNMENT—W hereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 
18th day of July last, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without 
question put... ee cee eee ove eee ove _ wee 482 


House adjourned at 2.10, 


, 


LORDS: MONDAY, 8rH AUGUST 1898. d 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Companies Bill [1.1.]—Report from the Select Committee (with the Min- 
utes of Proceedings) made, and to be printed. [No. 207.] Minutes of 
evidence laid upon the Table, and to be delivered out... ; we =—4383 


Cardiff Railway Bill—Moved, that Standing Orders Nos. 143 and 1434 be 
considered in order to their being dispensed with in respect of the said 
Bill; agreed to; Bill read the third time with the Amendments; Bill 
passed, and returned to the Commons ee ac were we w. ©4338 


Lancashire, Derbyshire and East Coast Railway Bill—Returned from 
the Commons with the Amendments agreed to ... ae = we §=4383 


Lincoln and East Coast Railway and Dock Bill—Returned from the 
Commons with the Amendments agreed to cae rae ane we =—433 


Middlesex County Council Bill—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to»... iol ane es aa ve we §=433 


Liverpool Corporation Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to, with Amendments; the said Amendments considered, 
and agreed to pas ae ma ae aa sale ane w. «©4384 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Seconpary Epucation (Scottanp)—Report for the year 1898, by Sir 
Henry Craik, K.C.B., on the inspection of higher class schools and the 
examination for leaving certificates see oes see eee wee «434 


Birtus, Deatus, AND MarriaGes (ENGLAND)—Sixtieth Annual Report of 
the Registrar-General, for 1897... ees ows vee “ve ve «434 


NationaL Desr—History of the earlier years of the Funded Debt, from 
1864 to 1876 mee ove iret vee se oon ae we «434 


AGRICULTURAL Statistics (IRELAND)—I. General abstracts, showing the 

acreage under crops, also the number and description of live stock in 
each county and province, for 1897-98 ; II. Tables showing the extent 
in statute acres, and the produce of the crops, for the year "1898 ; III. 
(Migratory Labourers.) Report and Tables relating to migratory 
agricultural labourers, for the year 1898 . soa a ae we «434 
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Concestep Districts Boarp (IRELAND)—Report of the Board for the 
period from Ist April, 1897, to 31st June, 1898 ... 


Bankine, RatLway, anp SurppinG Statistics (IRELAND)—Report for 
the Half-year ended 30th June, 1898 “ 


Irish Lanp Commission (PRocEEDINGs)—Return of Proceedings during 
the months of March, April, and May, 1898 


QUEEN’s CoLLEGE, GaLway—Annual Report of the President, for the 
Session 1897-98 _... ove oes 


Inpia (CaNnTONMENT REGULATIONS)—Inetructions issued by the Govern- 
ment of India on the Cantonment Regulations, published 15th October, 
1897 ... ou ee mes 


eee eee eee eee eee eee 


Laspour DEpartTMENT, Boarp or Trape—Fifth annual abstract of labour 
statistics of the United Kingdom... i 


. eee eee eee eee 


TrapE Unions—Report by the chief labour correspondent of the Board of 
Trade on Trade Unions, 1897 ; with comparative statistics for 1892-97 


SrrRikES AND Lock-ours—Report by the chief labour correspondent of the 
Board of Trade on the strikes and lock-outs of 1897, with statistical 
tables... oie os sie ed 


InpustRiaL Property AND Mercnanpis—E Marxs—Papers and corres- 
pondence relative to the recent conference at Brussels on the subject of 
industrial property and merchandise marks ; Presented (by command), 
and ordered to lie on the Table... 


eee eee eee eee see 


Naval Prize Money—Account showing the receipt and expenditure of 
naval prize, bounty, salvage, and other moneys, between the Ist April, 
1897, and the 3lst March, 1898 ; laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table : 


PotunG Districts (WARWICKSHIRE)—Resolution of the County Council 
of Warwickshire dividing the Chilvers Coton Parliamentary polling dis- 
trict into twonew Parliamentary polling districts ; laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


eee eee eee 


SUPERANNUATION—Treasury Minute, dated 29th July, 1898, declaring that 
Johu William Squiers, postman, Woodford Green, in the service of the 
Postmaster General, was appointed without a civil service certificate, 
through inadvertence on the part of the head of his Department ; laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... 

SUPERANNUATION Act, 1887—Return, for the year ended 31st March, 1898, 
of the Army and Navy officers permitted under rule 2 of the regulations 
drawn up under section 6 of the Act to hold civil employment of profit 
under public Departments ; laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lieon the Table... : 
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Factory AND Workshop (PARTICULARS OF PiEcE-work WaAGEs) 
(WHOLESALE TarLortinc)—Order of the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, dated 6th August, 1898, applying, with modifica- 
tions, the provisions of section 40 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 
1895, to factories and workshops in which wholesale tailoring is carried 
on; laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table eee eos ove ove eee owe 


Raitway Servants (Hours or Lasour)—Report by the Board of Trade 
respecting the proceedings of the Board of Trade under the Railway 
Regulation Act, 1893, during the year ended 27th July, 1898; laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


WeIGHTs AND Mrasures—Report by the Board of Trade on their pro- 
ceedings and business under the Weights and Measures Acts, 1878 to 
1897 ; laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 
the Table : eee ces 

LocaL Taxation Returns (ScorLtanp) Act, 1881—The annual local 
taxation Returns for the year 1896-97 ; laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


eee 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Bill—Read the first time; to be 
printed; and to be read the second time To-morrow: (The Lord 
Balfour) ; and Standing Orders Nos. 39 and 45 to be considered in 
order to their being dispensed with. [No. 208] 


Nonconformist Marriages (Attendance of Registrars) Bill— ‘louse in 
Committee, as ordered. 
Question put— 
‘‘ That clauses 1, 2, and 3 stand part of the Bill” 


Motion agreed to. 


Cuause 4. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘‘Page 1, line 18, leave out ‘such,’ and insert ‘the. "—(The Larl of 
Selborne) ‘i wee ove Beis oe oie 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘* Line 22, after ‘or,’ insert ‘certificate and.’"—(The Earl of Selborne) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Question put— 
“That clause 4, as amended, stand part of the Bill” “es eee 


Agreed to. 
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Cause 5. 
Amendment proposed— 


Selborne) 


‘Page 2, line 2, leave out ‘such,’ and insert ‘the.’”"—(Zhe Zarl of 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*‘Line 5, leave out ‘such’ and insert ‘the.’"—(T'he Earl of Selborne) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 8, leave out ‘such.’”—(The Harl of Selborne) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Line 9, leave out ‘ intended.’"—(The Earl of Selborne) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Line 16, leave out ‘said.’’’—(7'he Earl of Selborne) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘**Line 17, after ‘instructions,’ insert ‘in the prescribed form.’’’—(T'he 
Earl of Selborne) ,,, os me ie tne i 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
1 “Line 17, leave out ‘said.’”—(The Earl of Selborne) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Lines 17 and 18, leave out ‘in the form prescribed by rules under this 
Act.” —(The Earl of Selborne) rs ck 


Amendment agreed to. 
Question put— 
‘*That clause 5, as amended, stand part of the Bill” ,,, 


Motion agreed to. 


CriauseE 6. 
Amendment proposed— 


‘Page 2, lines 19 and 20, leave out ‘ the provisions of.’"—(The Zarl of 
_Selborne) ... ve ape es ee Sei ae ime Bee 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Line 20, leave out ‘said.’”—(The Earl of Selborne) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Line 25, leave out ‘I call upon these persons here present to witness 
that.’”"—(Viscount Llandaff) 


eee eee eee ee eee 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘“ Line 26, leave out ‘lawful.’ ”—(Viscount Llandaff) 


eee eee eee 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘Line 28, leave out ‘ delearation,’”—(Viscount Llandaff) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 32, after ‘person,’ insert ‘in this Act referred to as an authorised 
person.’ ’—(Viscount Llandaff) 


eee eee eee eee eee eee 


Amendment agreed to. 


Question put— 
“That clause 6, as amended, stand part of the Bill” 


Motion agreed to. 


CLavseE 7. 
Amendmeat proposed— 


“ Page 3, lines 4 and 5, leave out ‘ at which the registrar is not required 
to be present,’ and insert ‘ under this Act.’ "—(The Earl of Selborne 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Line 8, leave out ‘said.’ "—(The Earl of Selborne) 


eee eee eee 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘*Line 18, leave out ‘other.’"—(Zhe Earl of Selborne) ,,, 


Amendment agreed to. 


Question put— 
‘‘ That clause 7, as amended, stand part of the Bill” .., - Re 


Motion agreed to. 
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Question put— 
**That clauses 8, 9, 10, and 11 be added to the Bill” 


ae ove oe 44] 
Motion agreed to. 


Remaining clauses, with drafting Amendments, agreed to bee “co Oe 
Standing Orders Nos. 39 and 40 dispensed with, and Bill read a third 
time and passed ae ae ve Pet x eee 44] 
Elementary School Teachers (Superannuation) Bill—Second Reading. 
The Lord Privy Seal (Viscount Cross)... si vee eee 442 
Bill read a second time. 
Standing Order dispensed with. 


House in Committee, 


Amendments proposed— 
CxravseE 12. 
“ Page 7, after sub-section (1), insert as a new sub-section— 


‘‘The expression ‘public elementary school’ means a public or other 
school in receipt of annual Parliamentary grant” ,,, ae res woe ©6442 


‘‘ Page 8, line 8, leave out sub-section (5), andinsert as a new sub section— 

‘It shall not be Jawful for a school board in Scotland to grant under the 
powers conferred by section sixty-one of the Education (Scotland Act, 1872, 
a retiring allowance payable out of the school fund toany teacher of a public 
school under their management who has accepted this Act in pursuance of 
the provisions of section five hereof, or to whom this Act otherwise applies.” 
—(The Lord Privy Seal) eee swe See ee wane coe ©6442 


Amendments agreed to. 
Standing Orders dispensed with, and Bill read a third time, and passed 442 
Seed Supply and Potato Spraying (Ireland) Bill—House in Committee 


(according to order); Bill reported without Amendments ; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third time To-morrow ... 443 


Kingstown Harbour Roads Transfer Bill—House in Committee (according 
to order); Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read the third time To-morrow ae .. 443 


Outdoor Relief (Ireland) Bill— Order for Second Reading read. 
STATEMENT :— 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) one woe 443 


Bill read a second time. 


Metropolitan Commons Bill—House in Committee (according to order) ; 
Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time To-morrow... sae aN .. 443 
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Metropolitan Common Poor Fund Bill—Read the third time alata to 
order), and passed ... ove eee : om cee oes » 443 


Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund) Bill—Read the third time 


(according to order), and passed ... we oe cae : ; 444 


Trusts (Scotland) Bill—Read the third time pie to order), and 
passed a anP a jie van ; “ Fon w. «444 
Expiring Laws Continuance Bill—House in Committee (according to order) ; 
Bill reported without Amendment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time To-morrow... a eae we 444 


Public Works Loans Bill—Read the second time (according to order) ; 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third time To-morrow ... 444 


Vaccination Bill—Message received from the Commons, stating that they 
agreed with several of the Amendments made by the Lords to the 
Vaccination Bill, but that they disagreed with the Amendment to strike 
out clause 2 on the ground that unless some provision were made for 
those who conscientiously objected to vaccination, the enforcement of 
vaccination would be impracticable in many districts, and that the 


Amendment is not in the interests of the promotion of vaccination. t 

Discussion :— 
Lord Harris ... wee §=444 Lord Aldenham ids ves Soe 
Lord Rookwood.. wee 445 The Earl of Portsmouth  ... 454 
Viscount Galway 446 The Premicr and Secretary of 
Lord Zouche of Haryng- State for Foreign Affairs... 454 

worth ... ; 448 The Earl of Feversham vee 405 

Lord eae . ae w- 449 The Premier and Secretary of 
Lord Glenesh ... 452 State for Foreign Affairs... 455 


The Earl of Peeutdinna 453 


The House divided :—Contents 55 ; Not-Contents 45. 


Clause, as amended by the Commons, agreed to. 


House adjourne d at 5,55. 





COMMONS: MONDAY, 8rH AUGUST 1898, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill—Lords’ Amend- 


ments considered, and agreed to... pas bee nae ae --. 460 


Great Central Railway Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed 
10° sie oes “ie eee eee eee eee see eee --- 460 


Great Western Railway (New ihiaaniine Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, 
and agreed to a coe ‘i ame oe one ae ae 460 
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Keighley Corporation Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 


London United Tramways Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to as. eee eee ane 08 ae ae eee ae 
t=} 


Paignton Improvement Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 
St. Helen’s Corporation Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 
West Ham Corporation Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 
Wey Valley Water Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to... 


STANDING Orpers—Standing Order 24 was read and amended by adding 
at the end the words— 


** And acopv of the said map, with the said boundaries delineated thereon, 
shall also be deposited at the office of the Board of Agriculture” ,,, 


Standing Order 26 was read and amended— 


‘Line 1, by leaving out the words, ‘ the work is to be situate on.’” 


& ‘‘Line 2, after the word ‘tides,’ by inserting the words ‘are to be 
acquired, or in any way affected.’” 
‘Line 4, after the third word ‘the,’ by inserting the words ‘ Fisheries 


and 


Standing Order 26a was read and amended— 
** Lines 2 and 3, by leaving out the words ‘ having a Board of Conserva- 
tors constituted by Act of Parliament.’ ” 


** Line 5, after the third word ‘the,’ by inserting the words ‘ Fisheries 
= Pr ed Department of the Board cf Trade, and at the office of the 
oard of. 


** Line 5, after the word ‘ Conservators,’ by inserting the words ‘if any.’ ' 


Standing Order 33 was read and amended— 


‘* Line 8, by leaving out the word ‘ or.’ 
‘* Line 8, after the word ‘ port,’ by inserting the words ‘ or tidal waters.’’ 


PO ae 8, after the second word ‘ the,’ by inserting the words ‘ Fisheries 


Standing Order 34a was read and amended— 


‘Line 4, by leaving out the words ‘having a Board of Conservators con- 
stituted by Act of Parliament.’” 


‘Line 5, after the second word ‘the,’ by inserting the words ‘ Fisheries 
one eo Department of the Board of Trade and at the Office of the 
oard of. 


* Line 5, after the word ‘ Conservators,’ by inserting the words ‘ifany’” 


Standing Order 72 was read and amended, by adding at the end thereof 
the words— 


‘‘In cases where provisions are sought to be inserted upon petition for 
additional provision which were comprised in the original notices, but were 
not contained in the Bill as introduced into Parliament, the original notices 
shall not be held to apply to the additional provisions proposed to be 
inserted. '—(The Chairman of Ways and Means) ,,, om) 
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Ordered, That Standing Orders 220 and 246, relating to Private Bills, 
be suspended for the remainder of the Session s 


Ordered, That, as regards Private Bills already returned by the House 
of Lords, with Amendments, such Amendments be now considered 


Ordered, That, as regards Private Bills to be returned by fhe House of 
Lords with Amendments, such Amendments be  cousidered 
forthwith rhe “oe use 


Ordered, That, when it is intended to propose auy Amendments thereto, 
a copy of such Amendments shall be deposited in the Private Bill 
Office, and notice given on the day on which the Bill shall have 
been returned from the Lords.—( The Chairman of Ways and 


Means). ‘ 


Whitechapel and Eow Railway Bil!—Lords’ Amendments considered accord- 
ingly, and agreed to... aoe aed 





Local Government Provisional Order oe sa Bill—Lords’ Amendments 


considered, and agreed to 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill ie L.j—Read the third 


time, and passed, without Amendment 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill Le L.]—Read the third 


time, and passed, without Amendment 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 15) Bill ts. L —aen the third 


time, and passed, without Amendment 

Military Lands Provisional Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill—Order for 
Third Reading of the Military Lands Provisional Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [u.1.] 


DIscussion :-— 


Sir C. Dilke (Gloucester, The Under Secretary of State 
Forest of Dean) we §—-463 for War (Mr. W. St. John 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guild- 

ford) wate a es 


Bill read a third time. 
PETITIONS. 
East Inp1a (Contacious DisEasEs)—From Bristol, against State Regula- 


tion ; to lie upon the Table 


Scrence anp Art Grants—From Clayton, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Factory anv WorksuHop Acts (ParticuLars oF Pirce WorK WAGEs) 
(WHOLESALE TatLorinG)—Copy presented of Order of the Secretary 
of State, dated 6th August, 1898, applying with modifications the pro- 
visions ol Section 40 “of T he Factory and Workshop Act, 1895, to 
Factories and Workshops in which Wholesale Tailoring is carried on 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... wie rod ues “oe eo 464 





Potiine Districts (WARWICKSHIRE)—Copy presented of Resolution of the 
County Council of Warwickshire, dividing the Chilvers Coton Parlia- 
mentary Polling District into two new Parliamentary Polling Districts 
[by Act]; tolie upon the Table ... ove ove sa oes wee 465 


Irtsh Lanp Commiss1on (ProceEpines)—Copy presented of Return of 
Proceedings of the Commission during the months of March, April, and 
May, 1898 [by command] ; to lie upon the Table ee he ws 465 


BankinG, Raitway, anp Suiprine Statistics (IRELAND)—Copy er 
of Report for the half year ended 30th June, 1898 [by Keane 
lie upon the Table ... ree ‘ ove Bes : wee 465 


QurEEN’s CoLLEGE (GaLWway)—Copy presented of Report of the President 
for the Session 1897-8 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... «-- 465 


NationaL Dest—Copy presented of History of the earlier years of the 
Funded Debt from 1694 to 1786 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 465 


Boarp or TrapE (Lasour DEPaRTMENT)—Copy presented of Fifth Annual 
Abstract of Labour Statistics of the United Kingdom [hy sista 
to lie upon the Table ove eee oes ove . one «+. 465 


Strikes anv Lock-Ours—Copy presented of Report by the Chief Labour 
Correspondent on the Strikes and Lock-Outs of 1897, ete. [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table... eee eee ove ee «ee 465 


TrapDE Unitons—Copy presented of Report by the Chief Labour Corres- 
pondent of the Board of Trade on Trade Unions, ete., 1897 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table... er we hes ee .- 466 


InpustTRIAL PROPERTY AND MERCHANDISE Marks—Copy presented of 
Papers and Correspondence relative to the recent Conference at Brussels 
on the subject of Industrial Property, and Merchandise Marks (in con- 
tinuation of [C. en of Session 1891) ) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
Table eve oe ‘ eee oo eee ons +» 466 


Nava ExpenpiTurE anp MercantILe Marine (Great Britain, Erc.)— 
Return presented relative thereto (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 416, of Session 1897) [ordered 7th March; Sir J. nea ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 362]... ° --- 466 


ForEIGN TRADE (Comparative GrowtH)—Return presented relative 
thereto (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 262, of Session 
1890-91) [ordered 22nd March; Colonel Sir Howard Vincent] ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 363] . eee ove --- 466 
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Gas UNDERTAKINGS—Return presented relative thereto (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 359, of Session 1897 [ordered 29th March ; 
Mr. Ritchie]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 364] ... 466 


Gas Unpertakines (Locat Avutuorities)—Return presented relative 
thereto (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 360, of Session 
1897) [ordered 29th March ; Mr. seem ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 365] .. see ove ~~ a -» 466 


Raitway Servants (Hours or Lasour)—Copy presented of Report by 

the Board of Trade of their proceedings under The Railway Regulation 
65 Act, 1893, during the year ended 27th July, 1898 [by Act] to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 366] . - --- 467 


WerIGHTs AND Mreasures—Copy presented of Report by the Board of 
65 Trade on their Proceedings and Business under the Weights and 
Measures Acts, 1878 to 1897. TDhy se to lie upon the Table, ‘and to be 
printed. [No. 367] eee eos eee one «- 467 


65 Seconpary Epucation (Scortanp)—Copy presented of Report for the 
year 1898 by Sir Henry Craik, K.C.B., on the Inspection of Higher 
Class Schools in Scotland, and the Examination for Leaving Certificates 
65 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... ee Pee oes .-- 467 


Loca AvutTHoritigEs IN ScorLanp (TecunicaL Epucatron)—Return gs 
sented relative thereto [ordered 24th June ; The Lord Advocate] ; 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 368] “ie eee «- 467 


65 Rates (Non-Payment) (ScotLanp)—Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 14th July ; Mr. Caldwell] ; to lie upon the Table... «- 467 


Loca AvutHuority (Scorianp) (ConpitTions oF Contracts)—Return pre- 
65 sented relative thereto [ordered 28th July ; Mr. Caldwell]; to lie 
upon the Table... mae wid sis - set ee .. 467 


Locat Taxation (Scortanp)—Copy presented of the Annual Local Taxa- 
66 tion Returns (Scotland) for the year 1896-7 [by haan to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 369] Se ne as «. 467 


NavaL Prize Monry—<Accounts presented, showing the Receipt and 
Expenditure of Naval Prize, Bounty, Salvage, and other Moneys 

66 between the Ist April, 1897, and 31st M: arch, 1898 [by 7 to lie 

| upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 370] . -- 468 


Birtus, DEATHS AND MARRIAGES (ENGLAND)—Copy presented of Sixtieth 
Annual Report of the Registrar General, 1897 by ene to lie 
66 upon the Table Por eats ate -- 468 


East Ixnpia (Cantonment ReGuiations)—Copy presented of Instructions 
issued by the Government of India on the Cantonment i 3 
published 15th October, 1897 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... 468 
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Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :—1. Charity Com- 


missioners’ Reports, and Swansea County Borough (Inquiry into 
Charities) and Cardiff County Borough (Inquiry into Charities), Further 
Return relative thereto [ordered 17th February, 1896, and 31st July, 
1897 ; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. [No. 371.] 2. Charitable 
Endowments (Anglesey) (Inquiries held), Further Return relative 
thereto [ordered 10th February ; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. 
[No. 372.] 3. Inquiry into Charities (County of Carnarvon), Further 
Return relative thereto [ordered 10th February ; Mr. Grant Lawson] ; 
to be printed. [No. 373.] 4. Inquiry into Charities (County of 
Anglesey, Parish of Llan Rhyddlad), Return relative thereto [ordered 
14th June; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. [No. 374] ... ove 


Habitual Inebriates Bill—Lords’ Amendments to be considered forth- 


with ; considered and agreed to... ove ove wes ove ove 





Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to wes mes ‘io 


County Courts (PLaints anp Sirrincs)—Address for “ Returns from 


every County Court in England and Wales of the total number of 
Plaints, ete., entered in each Court from the Ist day of January to the 
31st day of December, 1897, both days inclusive, distinguishing those 
not exceeding £20, those above £20 and not exceeding £50, and those 
by agreement over £50; and of the Sittings of the County Courts 
in England and Wales holden before the Judges of such Courts ‘in the 
year 1897 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, C. 8691).”—(M~. 
Jesse Collings) wee es Raz aes eee oss ve are 


East Inpra (Contrisutions sy Inpra To THE ImpeRtaL INstiruTE)— 


Address for “ Copies of the Further Reports on the Indian Section of the 
Imperial Institute issued by the India Office sinee the publication of 
the Return of the 21st day of April, 1896."—(Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggrec) swe eee a tei on we ive ées 


Inquiry into CuHaritres (County or Lancaster)—Return ordered, 


“ comprising (1) the Reports made to the Charity Commissioners, in 
the result of au Inquiry held in every parish wholly or partly within 
the administrative county of Lancaster into Endowments, subject to the 
provisions of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894, and appropriated 
in whole or in part for the benefit of that county, or of any part thereof, 
together with the Reports on those Endowments of the Commissioners 
for inquiring concerning Charities, 1818 to 1837; (2) a Digest showing 
in the case of each such parish whether any and, if any, what such 


Endowments are recorded in the books of the Charity Commissioners in. 


the parish ; and (3) an Index, alphabetically arranged, of names and 
places mentioned in the Reports.”—(.Wr. Grant Lawson) 


Vagrancy Act Amendment Bill—Lords’ Amendments to be considered 


To-morrow, and to be printed. | Bill 326.] eee ees eee eee 


Floods Prevention Bill [u.1.]—Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged ; Bill withdrawn ... sae see owe ae 


eee eee 
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Australasia (Bounties, ETC.)—Order [21st July] for Address for Return 
relative thereto read, and discharged.—( Mr. Secretary Chamberlain) 


Intoxicatina Liquors (Licences Rervusep) (ScorLanp)—Return 
ordered “of the number of Victuallers, Beer House, Public House, 
Grocers, and other Licences for the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors, the 
renewal of which has been refused in the year 1897 by the Licensing 
Magistrates, Justices of the Peace, or other Licensing Authority in 
each Licensing District in Scotland, and showing also the result of an 
appeal, if any."—(Mr. John Wilson, Govan)... ae a ae 


CotontaL Bounties oN AGRICULTURAL Propuce—Address for “ Return 
showing the British Colonies which pay Bounties on the export of 
Agricultural Produce and defining the commodities on which such 
Sounties are paid, and the amounts under each heading.”—(Mr. 
O'Kelly)... — eae aoe es =o cos ae oe 


Joint Stock Companres—Copy ordered, “of Returns of the names, 
objects, or business, places where business is or was conducted, date 
of registration, number of persons who signed the Memorandum of 
Association, total number of shares taken up by such subscribers, 
nominal capital, number of shares into which it is divided, number of 
shares taken up, amount of calls made on each share, and the total 
amount of calls received of all Joint Stock Companies formed since the 
Ist day of January, 1897, to the 31st day of December, 1897, inclusive, 
distinguishing whether the Companies are limited or unlimited, and also 
the number of shareholders in each of the said Companies at the date 
of the last Return, and whether still in operation or being wound up ; 
of the total number having their registered offices in the City of 
London, or within five miles of the General Post Office; and, of the 
total number and the paid-up capital of all registered Companies 
which are believed to be carrying on business at the present time.”— 
(Mr. Ritchie.) Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 375.]  ... ae ss eas ee Bee 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Customs and Inland Revenue Bill, without 
Amendment ; Noneonformist Marriages (Attendance of Registrars) 
Bill, Elementary School Teachers (Superannuation) Bill, Cardiff 
Railway Bill with Amendments. Amendments to Amendments to 
Local Government (Ireland) Bill, and to the Consequential Amend- 
ment made by this House to the Bill, without Amendment ; and do not 
insist on certain of their Amendments to which this House has dis- 
agreed. Amendments to Heywood Corporation Water Bill [1.1], 
‘Todmorden Corporation Water Bill [1.1.], Mersey Railway Bill [u.1.] 
without Amendment war ae aes ae wee are me 


QUESTIONS. 


Nationat Epvcation 1x IrELANpD—Question, Mr. Vesey Knox (London- 
derry) ; Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 
Londonderry, N.) ... ae ar oa ae ok tig ae 
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Page 
Lonponverry Porice—Question, Mr. Vesey Knox (Londonderry) ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) ... eee +a eee —_> 90s woe 472 





Irish Darty Main Mr. Vesey Knox (Londonderry) ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, Preston) 473 


CLERKSHIPS IN THE In1sH HicH Court or JusticE—Question, Mr. Vesey 
Knox (Londonderry) ; Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. 
Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) oes ai ah ais w- «478 


Derry AsyLum—Question, Mr. Vesey Knox (Londonderry); Answer, The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) we 474 


Servinc CHitprReN iN Pusric HovsEs—Question, Mr. Sidebotham 
(Cheshire, Hyde); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Sir M. W. Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool)... aes io: 


cr 


Boys ror THE MERCANTILE Marrne—Question, Sir E. Gourley (Sunder- 
land); Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. W. H. 
Long, Liverpool, West Derby) for The President of the Board of Trade 
(Mr. C C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) oes aoe a ae Ree we §=475 


IMPRESSMENT FOR COMMISSARIAT SERVICE IN INDIA—Question, Mr. Pickers- 
gill (Bethral Green, S.W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India 
(Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ... ose tne oe w =476 


Inp1a Army Strarr—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ... 47 


~I 


CurracH Camp—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.); Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. St. John Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) ... one os eee ove eas oni ows a 2 | 


SumMeERHILL PoticeE Force—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.) ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland _— Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) ... eee one —_ _ nn ewe —_ w. 478 


Mrs. M‘Gonnei’s Farm—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.); 


Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland -_ Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.)  ... ai ja ee . siete eee sca’ “£18 


Baracu Fawr Letter DeLivertes—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnar- 
vonshire, Eifion) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. R. W. Hanbury, Preston)... i wee pon os 400 


Birth CertiricaTes IN SuNDERLAND—Questions, Mr. H. J. Wilson 
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Bill brought in and read a first time. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY [22np Atiorrep Day].—House in Committee of Supply, Mr. 
J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 


Civit Service Estimates, 1898-9. 
Crass V. 
On the Vote of £1,000 for a grant in aid of the revenues of the Island 


of Cyprus— 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Pierpoint shasta Sir J. Fergusson... 
fon) sx. 502 Mr, Bill (Staffordshire, Leek) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, z)... 507 Mr. R. G. Webster (St. 
Sir A. K. Rollit UIsling- Pancras, E.) ove 
ton, S.) 509 [ The Chairman] 
Sir C. Dilke (Gloucester, Mr. Dillon... 
Forest of Dean) wo. 513 The Secretary of State for 
Sir J. Fergusson (Man- the Colonies om 
chester, N.E.)... 514 Mr. Dillon 
The Seeretary of State The Secretary le State for 
for the Colonies (Mr. the Colonies see 
J. Chamberlain, Bir- 
mingham, W.) w. «6814 


Question put, 


Grant agreed to. 
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Crass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £30,726, be granted to Her Maj 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will eckit oon 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Board of Agriculture, and to pay certain 
Grants in Aid.” 


DEBATE resumed :— 


Mr. Strachey (Somerset, Mr. Strachey... aa iss 
BS.) ave ae «so G29 The President of the Board 
Mr. Warner (Stafford, of Agriculture... eee 
Lichfield) mas oe Gee Mr. Lambert (Devon, South 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Molton) a Be ee 
W.) aes ee ie ee The President of the Board 
Mr. Channing (North- of Agriculture tak 
ampton, E.) .«.. ve ©6887 Mr. Doogan( Tyrone, E.) ... 
The President of the Mr. Woods (Essex, Waltham- 
Board of Agriculture stow) we as ai 
(Mr. W. Long, Liver- The President of the Board 
pool, West Derby) ... 628 of Agriculture a 
Mr. Warner... 530 Mr. Woods 


Mr.Lewis( Flint Boroughs) 531 
The House divided :—Ayes 45; Noes 130. (Division List No. 287.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Channing ... eee OE The President of the Board of 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leices- Agriculture ace sn 
ae wes eos: OAL Mr. Lewis iss Wet 

The President of the Mr. Brigg (York, W.R., 
Board of Agriculture 542 Keighley) iy as 

Mr. Channing w. 544 The President of the Board of 

The President of the Agriculture va aa 
Board of Agriculture — 545 Mr. Lewis... 


Mr. Channing ... ves OD Mr. Brigg 
Mr. Broadhurst... see. ae Dr. Clark... Bis ie 
Dr. Clark (Caithness) ... 546 Mr, Caldwell (Lanark, Mid) 
Mr. Ure (Linlithgow) ... 548 
Mr. V. Cavendish (Derby- 
shire, W.) eae ag 
The Committee divided :—Ayes 43; Noes 126. (Division List 
No. 288.) 
DEBATE resumed :— 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Car- The President of the Board 
narvon Boroughs) ... 539 Agriculture ea Le 
On the Vote to complete the sum of £40,787 for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Charity Commission— 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Strachey... isle are Mr. Strachey... 


Mr. Brigg oe -- §=©561 Mr. J. Grant Lawson 
The Parliamentary Mr. Strachey... , 
Charity Commissioner Mr. J. Grant Lawson 


(Mr. J. Grant Lawson, 
York, N.R., Thirsk)... 562 
Question put. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes 35; Nees 120. (Division List No. £89.) 


Vote agreed to, 
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Page 
On the Vote of £132,085, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Local 
Government Board, on the return of the CHAIRMAN after the usual 
interval— 
DEBATE resumed :— 
Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Mr. Pickersgill eve 567 
Green, S.W.)... «- 565 Mr. Flower (Bradford, W)... 571 
The Secretary to the Mr. Sidebothamé Chester, Hyde) 574 
Local Government Mr. Bramston Beach (Hants, 
Board (Mr. T. W. Andover) ... soe ONS 
Russell, — a 566 The President of the Local 
Mr. Pi ichersgill . ... 566 Government Board ons; OTE 
Mr. Duncombe ... ee =567 Mr. Pickersgill see ee §=575 
[ The Chairman] cos, Ot 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 155 ; Noes 48. (Division List No. 290.) 


It being Ten o’clock, the CHarrman of Ways and Means, in conformity 
with the Standing Order, proceeded to put the remaining Votes, 
without discussion. 

Motion made, and Question put— 

“ That a sum, not exceeding £114,773, be granted to Her Majesty for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Local Government Board in Ireland, prepa 
certain grants in aid of local taxation ” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 156 ; Noes 52 _ (Division List No. 291. ) 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £26,119. be granted to Her Majesty for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of Public Works in Ireland” 


eee 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 155 ; Noes 57. (Division List No. 292.) 


Crass III. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £77,151, be granted to Her Majesty for the 
Salaries, er a Expenses, and Pensions of various piri Court 
officers in Ireland” wee ae = an ‘ane 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 158 ; ida 56. (Divis sion List No. 293.) 


Motion made, and Question put— 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £67,953, including a supplementary sum of 


£1,500, be granted to Her Majesty for the malaries and Expenses of the 
Metropolitan Police establishments in Dublin”  ,,, ts: wee aie 


Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


‘‘ That asum, not exceeding £734,557, be anaes to Her a for the 
Expenses of the Royal Irish Constabulary is 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 154; Nees 58. (Division List No! 294.) 
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Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £69,(96, be granted to Her Majesty forthe 
Expenses of the General Prisons Board in Ireland” piss oe HE 


Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £54,936, be granted to Her Majesty for the 
Expenses of the Keformatory and Industrial Schools in Irelana” tae 


Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £3,955, be granted to Her ee for the 
maintenance of criminal lunatics in the Dundrum Asylum ’ nae 


Agreed to. 


Crass I. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £129,672, be granted to Her Majesty for the 
survey of the United Kingdom, and for minor surveys con1 ected therewith” 


‘The Committee divided :—Ayes 161 ; Noes 52. (Division List No. 295.) 


Motion made, and Question put— 


**That a sum, not exceeding £136,978, be granted to Her een y for 
Public Buildings in Ireland” me 


‘The Committee divided:—Ayes 153; iss 59. (Division » List No. 296.) 


Motion made, and Question put— 
“* £22,207, to complete the sum for Railways, Ireland”... oe win 


Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


‘That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £25,000, be granted to Her 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for ae in bea of 
Diplomatic and Consular Buildings” 2 gs re 


‘The Committee divided:—Ayes 158 ; Noes 50. (Division List No. 297.) 


Crass II. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £8,107, be granted to Her Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge wrich will come in course of 
rayment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Offices of the House of Lords” 3 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 149 ; Noes65. (Division List No. 298. 3.) 


“ £17,005, to complete the sum for House of Commons Offices.” 
< £59, "440, to complete the sum for Treasury and Subordinate Depart- 
ments” 


Agreed to. 


eee eee eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 
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Motion made, and Question put— 


‘That a sum, not exceeding £29,250, be granted to Her Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
ee during the year ending on the 31s‘ day of March, 1899, for the 
alaries and Expenses of the Department of Her Majesty's Secretary cf 
State for the Colonies, including a Grant in Aid of certain Expenses con- 
nected with Emigration” ,,, 7 ae ue ce .. 599 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 153 ; Noes 55. (Division Ljst No. 299.) 


‘* £7,255, to complete the sum for Privy Council Office.” 
‘* £129,544, to complete the sum for Board of Trade.” 


ae to complete the sum for Mercantile Marine Fund (Grant in 
id). 


- ‘* £7, to complete the sum for Bankruptcy Department of the Board of 
rade.” 


‘* £9,432, to complete the sum for Lunacy Commission, England ” saw ©6608 
Agreed to. 


Motion made and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £42, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
eomplete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in cuurse 
ot payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Mint, including the Expenses of Cuinage” .., 602 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 154; Noes 61. (Division List No. 300.) 


* £15,372, to complete the sum for Public Record Office.” 
** £1,195, to complete the sum for Public Works Loan Commission.” 
** 23,612, to complete the sum for Lunacy Commission, Scotland” ... 603 


Agreed to. 


Motion made and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £27,932, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Offices of the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant in Dublin and London, and Subordinate Departments ” “< 


603. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes 148 ; Noes 58. (Division List No. 301.) 


Crass III. 
Motion made, and Question put— 

“That a sum, not exceeding £3,250, be Eek to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 81st day of March, 1899, 
for the Expenses of the Establishment of the Crofters’ Commission ” oe 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 144 ; Noes 56. (Division List No. 302.) 


607 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £54,889. be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1399, for the 
Exvenses of the Prison Commissioners for Scotland, and of the Prisons 
under their control, including the Maintenance of Criminal Lunatics and 
the Preparation of Judicial Statistics” 


6909 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 144; Noes 55. (Division List No. 303.) 
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Crass IV. 


Ireland.” 
** £1,604, to complete the sum for National Gallery of Ireland”, ,, 


5, to complete the sum for endowed Schools Commissioners, 


Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £2,450, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
Grants in Aid of the Expenses of the Queen's Colleges in Ireland ", 


The Committee divided.—Ayes 166; Noes 31. (Division List No. ‘abs 


Crass Y. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


‘“‘That a sum, not exceeding £182,463, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for Grants 
in Aid of the Expenses of the British Protectorates in Uganda ar.d in Gen- 
tral and East Africa, and under the Uganda Railway Act, 1896.” ., 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 143 ; Noes 47. (Division List No. 305. 5.) 


Resolutions to be reported this day. 


Discussion :— 


Sir C. Dilke (Gloucester, The First Lord of the Trea- 
Forest of Dean) we §=615 sury (Mr. A. J. aie 
Manchester, FE.) ... 


SUPPLY—Report [5tu Aveust]—Deferred until this day 


Ways anp Means—Considered in Committee. (In the Committee.) Re- 
solved, “ That, towards making good the Supply granted to Her Majesty 
for the service of the year ending on the 3lst March 1899, the sum of 
£42,968,470 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United 
Kingdom.”—(Mr. Chancellor wie the ethane Resolution to be 
reported this day -_— oes +e 


ADJOURNMENT—W hereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 
18th day of July last, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


House adjourned at 12.45. 
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LORDS : TUESDAY, 9tux AUGUST 1898. 


Tue Lorp CHAnceLtor took his Seat on the Woolsack at a quarter 
past Four of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill; Great Central Rail- 
way Bill; Great Western Railway (New Works) Bill; Keighley 
Corporation Bill; London United Tramways Bill ; Paignton Improve- 
ment Bill; St. Helen’s Corporation Bill ; West Ham Corporation Bill ; 
Wey Valley Water Bill ; Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill ; Cardiff 
Railway Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [u.1.]; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [u.1.]; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Order (No. 15) Bill [a.1.]; Military Lands Provisional Orders Confir- 
mation (No. 2) Bill [u.1.]—Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 10) Bill — Returned from the 
Commons with the Amendments agreed to San 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Poxice (Cocntigzs AND BorovGus) (ENGLAND AND WatLes)—Reports of 
the Inspectors of Constabulary, for the year ended 29th September, 
1897: Laid before the House [pursuant to Act], and ordered to lie on 
the Table + oe eee see : 


Hovse or Lorps (Orrices)—Second Report from the Select Committee, 
made ; to be printed ; and to be considered on Thursday next. [No. 209] 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


India Office (Store Depot) Bill; Elementary School Teachers (Superannua- 
tion) Bill; Post Office (Local Authority Guarantee) Bill ; Habitual 
Inebriates Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to 


Nonconformist Marriages (Attendance of Registrars) Bill — Returned 
from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to, with a consequen- 
tial Amendment to the Bill: The said Amendment considered (on 
motion) and agreed to 


Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Bill. 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh)... 
Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 
Standing Orders 39 and 45 suspended, and Bill read a third time, and 
passed ove eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 
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Out-Door Relief (Ireland) Bill—House in Committee (according to order) : 
Bill reported without Amendment : Then Standing Orders Nos. 39 and 
45 considered (according to order), and dispensed with. Bill read 
a third time, and passed... ae $e a vee “oe me 


Seed Supply and Potato Spraying (Ireland) Bill; Kingstown Harbour Roads 
Transfer Bill; Metropolitan Commons Bill ; Expiring Laws Continuance 
Bill; Public Works Loans Bill—Read a third time [according to order], 
and passed... eee ees Be eee oie ae ae =e 


Lanp Law (IRELAND) Acts. 


Lord Clonbrock ent Ss is ran aw ea a 


Motion made— 


“That a Return be made showing, for the 12 months ended 30th Novem- 
ber, 1897 (by counties), in respect of cases in which fair rents were 
fixed under the Land Law (Ireland) Acts by Assistant Commis- 
sioners, and in which applications for rehearings were lodged and 
proceeded with, and in which court valuers reported what, in their 
opinion, should be the fair rent— 


“TI. The total number of such cases. IF. The aggregate rental before the 
hearing by the Assistant Commissioners. II{. The aggregate rental as 
fixed by the Assistant Commissioners. IV. The aggregate amount reporte& 
by the court valuers as, in their opinion, the fair rent. V. The number of 
cases (in III.) in which the court valuers agreed with the fair rents fixed by 
the Assistant Commissioners, and the total amount of such fair rents. VI. 
The number of cases (in III.) in which the fair rents in the court valuers” 
reports exceeded the fair rents fixed by the Assistant Commissioners, and 
the aggregate amountof such rents, and of the difference. VII. The number 
of cases (in III.) in which the fair rents in the court valuers’ reports were 
less than the fair rents fixed by the Assistant Commissioners, and the 
aggregate amount of such rents, and of thedifference. VIII. The aggregate 
rental ultimately fixed on rehearing by the Land Commission. 1X. The 
number of cases (in VIII.) in which the Land Commission fixed the fair rent 
at the figures in the court valuers’ reports and the aggregate amount of such 
rents. X. The number of cases (in VIII.) in which the fair rents fixed by 
the Land Commission exceeded the figures in the court valuers’ reports, the: 
aggregate amount of the rents so fixed, and of the difference. XI. The 
number of cases (in VIII.) in which the fair rents fixed by the Land Com- 
mission were less than the figures in the court valuers’ reports, the aggre- 
gate amount of such rents, and of the difference.” 


Discussion :— 
The Earl of Denbigh ... 625 Lord Clonbrock one ove 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


GRAND Jury CEss AND Poor RatEs—Motion made— 


“ That a Return be published showing—‘I. For each county in Ireland 
(the North and South Ridings of county Tipperary to be treated as separate 
counties) for each of the five years ended respectively on 31st July, 1893, 
194, 1895, 1896, and 1897, the amount of the grand jury cess which was— 
(1) Directed to be levied under the county treasurer's warrants; (2) Lodged 
to credit of county treasurer by the barony collectors; (3) Re-presented on 
the premises as arrears deemed to be recoverable; (4) Re-presented on the 
barony as insolvencies, etc., deemed to be irrecoverable. II. For each poor 
law union in Ireland, for each of the five years ended respectively on 31st 
August, 1893, 1894, 1895, 1896, and 1897, the amount of the poor rate (including 
all charges levied as poor rate) which was—(1) Directed to be raised in the 
warrants issued to the poor rate collectors; (2) Actually levied by the poor 
rate collectors under same warrants; (3) Treated as irrecoverable,’”— 
(Viscount Templetown.) 
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Discussion :— 
The Earl of Denbigh ... 6 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


bo 
-1 


Viscount Templetown 


Markey v. Tue Earyt or Gosrorp— 
Discussion :-— 


Viscount Templetown ... 627 Viscount Templetown 


The Earl of Denbigh ... 628 
House adjourned at 5.5, 





COMMONS: TUESDAY, 91H AUGUST 1898. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Cardiff Railway Bill—(In pursuance of the Order of the House of 8th 
August) Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to... ° vee 


PETITIONS. 


Catuoric University 1x IrELaNnp—Against: From Dysart and Kirk- 
caldy ; to lie upon the Table 


East Inpta (Contacious DisEasEs)—Against State Regulation: From 
Wood Green and Woolwich ; to lie upon the Table 


Parliamentary Franchise (Extension to — Bill—From Croydon, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table e we ane 


Science aypd ArT Grants—From Shrewsbury, for Alteration of Law ; to 
lie upon the Table ... 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Rates (Nox-PayMeEnt) (Sc iia Maiaacial vagal 8th August] to 
be printed. [No. 376]... ee ee : 


Loca Avutnority (Scortanp) (Conpitions or Contrracts)—Return 
[presented 8th August] to be printed. [No. 377 


Army—Copy presented of Memorandum dated 28th April, 1898, issued by 
the Commander-in-Chief [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Raitways (Suuntinc Accrpents)—Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 28th June; Mr. Maddison] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 378] aes eee ne aed ee ews 
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Pouce (Counties anp BorovuGus)—Copy presented of Reports of Her 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Constabulary for the year ending 29th 
September, 1897 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 379] ... eve ove eve eve ove oes ove eee 


InLanp REvENuE—Copy presented of Forty-first Report of the Commis- 
sioners (for the year ended 31st March, 1898) [by sii to lie 
upon the Table eee ee ose mer wns ° aoe 


Customs—Copy presented of Forty-second Report of the Commissioners (for 
the year ended 3lst _— 1898) [by renee ia ; to lie upon the 
Table ne ae ; aa ae ‘ eae “ 


Post OrriceE—Copy presented of Forty-fourth Report of the Postmaster 
General [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... aes one 


Irish Day Maits (Commitree)—Copy presented of Report of Committee 
appointed by the Treasury to inquire into the acceleration of the Irish 
Day Mails ; with Minutes of Evidence [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table vo me we a oes ~ 


EventnG Continvation Scnoors—Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 23rd June ; Mr. Hobhouse]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 380] oe owe eve i sen vee eve 


Epvucation (Primary AND SEcONDARY ScHooLs)—Return presented 
relative thereto [ordered 4th August ; Colonel Lockw sod] to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 381]... eee eee eee 


East Inp1a (Contacious Diskases) (No. 2, 1898)—Copy presented of a 
General Order issued by the Commander-in-Chief in India, on 14th July, 
1897, regarding the means of checking Venereal Diseases among the 
British Troops in India [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Locat Taxation (IRELAND) REturRNs—Copy presented of Returns for 
the year 1897 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Navy (Prize Firinc)—Return presented relative thereto [ordered 5th 
August; Sir John Colomb] ; to lie upon the Table e Te Bee 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Post Office (Local Authority Guarantee) Bill—Lords’ Amendments to be 


considered forthwith ; considered, and agreed to... sae es 


Elementary School Teachers (Superannuation) Bill—Lords’ Amendments 
to be considered forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. [Special Entry] 


Nonconformist Marriages (Attendance of Registrars) Bill—Lords’ Amend- 
ments to be considered forthwith ; considered, and agreed to; with a 
Consequential Amendment to the Bill... — an ee one 
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Companies Bill [1.1.]—Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lords to 
request that their Lordships will be pleased to communicate to this 
House a Copy of the Report from the Select Committee appointed by 
their Lordships on the Companies Bill, with the “yeni of the 
Committee, Minutes of Evidence, etc. —(Mr. Ritchie) . 


Copyright Bill and Copyright (Amendment) Bill [1.1.]—Ordered, That a 
Message be sent to the Lords to request that their Lordships will be 
pleased to communicate to this House a Copy of the Report from the 
Select Committee appointed by their Lordships on the Copyright Bill 
and the Copyright (Amendment) Bill [.1.], with the Proceedings of 
the Committee, Minutes of Evidence, ete.—( Mr. Attorney General) ... 


STANDING Orprrs—Ordered, That the Standing Orders, as amended, be 
printed.—( Mr. James William Lowther.) [No. 382] ... 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to:—Metropolitan Common Poor Fund Bill, 
Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund) Bill, Trusts (Scotland) 
Bill, without Amendment ; Amendments to Amendments to Liverpool 
Corporation Bill, without Amendment. That they do not insist on their 
Amendment to Vaccination Bill to which this House has disagreed 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TELEPHONES—Report from the Select Committee brought up and read ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 383] 


QUESTIONS. 


SnHooTinc IN THE ARMy—Question, Colonel Sir H. Vincent (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall) ; Answer, The Under eee of State for War eines St. 
John Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) a 


Inpian Tarirrs—Question, Colonel Sir H. Vincent (Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing)... vee eee ove 


WorkMEN’s Tratns—Questions, Mr. Woods (Essex, Walthamstow) ; 
Major Rasch gg S.E.); Answers, The President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. W. H. Long, Liverpool, West ede the Pre- 
sident of the Board ‘of Trade (Mr. C C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) . vee 


Dertrorp VicruAaLLinGc Yarp—Questions, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney); Answers, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. A. gd 
lain, Worcestershire, E.) and The Secretary to the Admiralty — 

E. Mae: sartney, Antrim, S.) vee 


ORDNANCE SwurRVEY OFFICE, SouTHAMPTON—Question, Mr. Steadman 
(Tower Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, The President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. W. H. Long, Liv erpool, West Derby)... oes ees 
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CoLcnEstER GRAMMAR ScHooL—Question, Mr. Carvell Williams (Notts, 
Mansfield) ; Answer, The Parliamentary Charity Commissioner (Mr. 


Grant Lawson, York, N.R., Thirsk) 


KitiineG or Patrick Connor—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


Mopet Scuoort, Cork—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) sata 


Victor De L’Heravtt’s Estate—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 


Great NortHeRN RatLway—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.): 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. W. H. Long, 
Liv erpool, West Derby) for the President ‘of the Board of Trade sane 
C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) wes ws ane ‘ ; , 


Roman Coornitt Poor RatE—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


Wreck Inquiries at Carpirr—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion); Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture 
(Mr. Long, Liverpool, West Derby), for the President of the Beard of 
Trade (Mr. C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) 


SERGEANT SwLiivan’s ScuretTieEs—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) 


Truck Act—Questions, Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Brightside); Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir M. W. 
Ridley, Lanes., Blackpool) ; [Mr. Speaker] me siete 


Temporary Civit Assistants—Questions, Sir F. Evans (Southampton) 
and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, Preston) ... 


Mivitary PunishmMents—Question, Mr. Mend! (Plymouth) ; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. St. John Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) : a seis stale PP wes 


Barrack ACCOMMODATION IN ScOTLAND—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, 
N.); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War _ St. John 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) one wes wets outs ‘ Pe 


GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES AND THE WoRKMEN’S ComMPENSATION AcCT— 
Questions, Mr. Lewis (Flint Boroughs); Answers, The Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, Preston) 


Cuina—Question, Mr. Ascroft (Oldham); Answer, The Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lanes., Southport) 
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Pexin-Hanxow Rar~way—Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lanes., Southport)... ioe ae aes ---» 662 


GERMANY AND THE SHANTUNG ConcEss1on—Questions, Mr. Provand 
(Glasgow, Blackfriars) and Mr. Yerburgh (Chester); Answers, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, Lancs., 
Southport) ... eee oes cee ove see ose vee --- 662 


Hispano-AMERICAN War—Question, Mr. Dalziel (Kirkealdy); Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. G. N. Curzon, 
Lancs., Southport) ... ~ ee ae ne aes aaa ... 664 


VaccrnaTion—Questions, Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy) and Dr. Clark (Caithness); 
Answers, The Lord Advocate (Mr. Graham Murray, Buteshire) .- 664 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY [28rp ALLorrep Day]. [8th Avausr]—Resolutions reported— 
Crivit Service Estimates, 1898-9. 


Cuass V. 


1. ‘*That asum, not exceeding £1,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for a 
Grant in Aid of the Revenue of the Island of Cyprus” Hm ae ... 666 


Cxrase TI. 


2. ‘‘That asum, not exceeding £30,726, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the yearending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Board of Agriculture, and to pay certain 
Grants in Aid.” 


3. “ That a sum, not exceeding £26,787, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which wil] come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Cnarity Commission for England and Wales, 
including the Endowed School Department.” 


4. ‘That a sum not exceeding £132,085, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Local Government Board.” 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Monk (Gloucester) 667 Mr. Drage (Derby) ... .- ©6783 


Colonel Blundell ( Lanca- Mr. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 674 
shire, Ince)... .- 669 The President of the Local 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Car- Government Board (Mr. 
narvon Boroughs) ... 669 Chaplin, Lines., Sleaford) 676 

[ Mr. Speaker] ... iy C2 Sir H. Fowler (Wolver- 

Mr. Lloyd-George woo. Ole hampton, EL.) oon as OIF 


Question put, and Resolution agreed to. 


a 
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5. ‘That a sum not exceeding £114,773, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
comp'ete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day or March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Local Government Board in Ireland, including 
certain Grants in Aid of Local Taxation.” 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Davitt (Mayo, S.)... 680 Mr. Davitt... ove --» 686 
[Mr. Speaker] ... ees 682 The First Lord of the 
Mr. Davitt ass «.. 682 Treasury ... ‘ .-» 686 


[ Mr. Speaker] ... -- 683 Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... 688 

Mr. Davitt a --- 683 Mr. Lough (Islington, W.)... 695 

The First Lord of the Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver- 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. pool, Scotland) ... .-- 698 
Balfour, Manchester, Major Jameson (Clare,W.)... 701 
} see eee --» 683 


Resolution agreed to. 


6. “‘ That asum, not exceeding £26,119, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Oftice of Public Works in Ireland” ... soo = OS 


Agreed to. 


Crass III. 


7. ‘‘That a sum, not exceeding £77,151, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in ccurse 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries, Allowances, Expenses, and Pensions of various County Court 


Officers, of Commissioners, and of Magistrates in Ireland, and the Expenses 
of Revision.” 


8. “‘ That a sum, not exceeding £67,953, (including a Supplementary sum 
-of £1,500), be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Cnarge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 


Commissioner of Police, the Police Courts,“and the Metropolitan Police 
Establishment of Dublin.” 


9. “That a sum, not exceeding £754,557, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
Expenses of the Royal Irish Constabulary.” 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Dillon sis we = 704 Mr. Davitt... wi con. ae 
The Attorney General Mr. Atkinson... wiv as oon 
Jor Ireland (Mr. Atkhin- Mr. Dillon... iva va GE 
son, Londonderry) ... 708 Mr. Athinson... | «+ oe 910 
Mr. Dillon Be .- 708 Mr. T. P. O’ Connor 7a 


‘Question put. 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


10. ‘That asum, not exceeding £69,096, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, fur the 
Expenses of the Genera] Prisons Board in Ireland, and of the Prisons under 
their control, and of the Registration of Habitual Criminals.” 


Agreed to. 


aes ‘nm a 
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ll. ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £54,936, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
Expenses of Reformatory and [ndustrial Schools in Ireland.” 


12. ‘“ That a sum, not exceeding £3,955, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
maintenance of Criminal Lunatics in the Dundrum Criminal Lunatic 
Asylum, Ireland” ,,, se Sisk oe we he See sea 


Agreed to. 


Crass I. 

13. ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £129,672, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1:95. for the 
survey of the United Kingdom, aud for minor services connected therewith” 
Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘£129,672,’ and insert ‘£129,572.’”"—(Sir Burrington Simeon.) 


Discussion :— 


Sir J. S. Barrington The Financial Secretary to 
Simeon (Southampton) 713 the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
[ Mr. Speaker] ... oe 116 Preston)... sv ews 
Mr. Dillon ‘ .. 716 The President of the Board of 
Sir C. Dilke (Gloucester, Agriculture (Mr. W. H. 
Forest of Dean) woe EL Long,Liverpool,West Derby) 


Sir C. Dilke ... ae vee 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn, and Resolution agreed to. 


14. “That asum, not exceeding £136,978, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
Erection, Repairs, and Maintenance of Public Buildings in Ireland, for the 
Maintenance of certain Parks and Public Works, and for Drainage Works. 
on the River Shannon.” 


15. ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £22,207, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for pay- 
ments under ‘The Tramways and Public Companies (Ireland) Act, 1883,’ the 
a (Ireland Acts, 1889 and 1893, and ‘The Railways (Ireland) 

ct, Uae 


16. ‘‘That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £25,000, be granted to 
Her Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment, 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for Expenditure in 
respect of Diplomatic and Consular Buildings” 


Agreed to. 


Crass II. 


17. ‘*Thata sum, notexceeding £8,107, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Offices of the House of Lords.” 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Lewis eis sda 
The First Lord of the 
Treasury owe oe ae 


722 Mr. Gedge (Walsall) wat 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That this House doth agree with the Committeein thesaid Resolutions” 724 
The House divided :—Ayes 88 ; Noes 25. (Division List No. 306.) 


18. “That a sum, not exceeding £17,005, be granted to H-r Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses in the Offices of the House of Commons.” 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. Lewis ves soe ae 
[ Mr. Speaker] ... 72 


Question put. 


Dr. Clark sag ao «sa Oe 


Cr 


Resolution agreed to. 


19. ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £59,440, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses in the Department of Her Majesty's Treasury and 
Subordinate Departments.” 


Discussion :-— 


Dr. Clark ae eos §=6726 Mr. Lowles (Shoreditch, Hag- 
Mr. Hanbury ... oe U2 gerston) owe wee 


Resolution agreed to. 


20. ‘*That a sum, not exceeding £29,250, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
aie and Expenses of the Department of Her Majesty’s Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, including a Grant in Aid of certain Expenses con- 
nected with Emigration.” 


21. ‘‘That a sum, not exceeding £7,255, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Department of Her Majesty’s Most Honour- 
able Privy Council” eA ey ee ves oe ae 728 


Resolutions agreed to. 


22, ‘*Thatasum, not exceeding £129,544, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Committee of Privy Coun- 
cil for Trade and Subordinate Departments,” 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Havelock Wilson Mr. Maddison ov ww. «734 
(Middlesbrough)  ... 728 Dr. Clark ( Caithness) .. 736 
The President of the [ Mr. Speaker] is ove Cae 
Board of Agriculture 731 Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester)... 737 
Mr. Havelock Wilson ... 732 Sir A. B. Forwood (Lanes., 
The President of the Ormskirk) ... sini .» 738 
Board of Agriculture 732 Mr. Broadhurst <a ref 
Mr. Maddison (Sheffield) 733 Sir A. B. Forwood ... wo. 739 
The President of the Mr. Lowles ... a2 ose 480 
Board of Agriculture 734 Sir C. Dilke ... one oo 674 
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Question put— 


“That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said Resolution” 742 
The House divided :—Ayes 101; Noes 33. (Division List No. 397.) 


Resolution agreed to. 


At 10 o’clock Mr. SrEAKER, in pursuance of the Order of the House of 
21st of February last, proceeded to put the questions necessary to 
complete the proceedings on the Resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee of Supply ove cee ove ove _ _ oe 143 


23. ‘That a sum, not exceeding £27,525, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for a 
Grant in Aid of the Mercantile Marine Fund.” 


24. ‘‘That asum, not exceeding £7, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charze which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1899, for meeting the Deficiency of Income from Fees, etc., for the require- 
ments of the Board of Trade, under the Bankruptcy Acts, 1883 and 1890, 
and ‘The Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890,’" 


25. ‘*That a sum, not exceeding £9,432, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 


for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Commissioners in Lunacy 
in England.” 


26. ‘‘That a sum, not exceeding £42, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which wiil come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Mint, including the Expenses of 
coinage.” 

27. ‘‘That a sum, not exceeding £15,372, be granted to Her Majesty. to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Public Record Office.” 


23. ‘*That a sum, not exceeding £1,195, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which wil] come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Establishment under the Public Works 
Loan Commissioners.” eile Bisa. < tt : 


29. ‘That asum, not exceeding £3,612, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete th» sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Board of Lunacy in Scotland.” 


30. ‘* That a sum, not exceeding £27,932, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum neeessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Offices of the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant in Dublin and London, and Subordinate Departments ” coo | a 


Crass III. 


31. ‘That asum, not exceeding £3,250, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Expenses of the Crofters’ Commission.” 


32. “That asum, not exceeding £54,889, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Expenses of the Prison Commissioners for Scotland, and of the Prisons 
under their control, including the Maintenance of Criminal Lunatics and 


the Preparation of Judicial Statistics” ,,, ae wey se soe 4a 
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Crass IV. 


33. ‘‘That a sum, not exceecing £605, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Commissioners for managing 
certain School Endowments in Ireland.” 


34. ‘‘That a sum, not exceeding £1,601, be granted to Her Majesty to 
complete the sum necessa1y to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst dav of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the National Gallery of lreland, including a Grant 
in Aid for the purchase of Pictures.” 


35. ‘That a sum. not exceeding £2.450, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, fora 
Grant in Aid of the Expenses of the Queen’s Colleges in Ireland.” 


36. ‘‘That a sum, not exceeding £182,463, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum neces-ary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, 
for Grants in Aid of the Expenses of the British Protectorates in Uganda 
— Central and East Africa, and under the Uganda Railway Act, 


eee oe oe. . eee eee 


Resolutions agreed to. 


SUPPLY [5ru Avevst]—Resolutions reported. 


Civit Service Estimates, 1898-9. 
Crass II. 


1. ‘‘That a sum, not exceeding £26,982, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Department of the Kegistrar General 
of Births, etc., in England.” 


2. ‘That a sum, not exceeding £340,535, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, 
for Stationery, Printing Paper, Binding, and Printed Book~ for the Public 
Service, and for the Salaries and Expenses of the Stationery Office; and for 
Sundry Miscellaneous Services, including Reports of Parliamentary 
Debates.” 


3. ‘That a sum, not exceeding £14,405, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Oftice of Her Majesty's Woods. Forests, and 
Land Revenues,and of the Office of Land Revenue Records and Inrolments.’® 


4, ‘*That a sum, not exceeding £37,094, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary tu defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Commissioners of Her Majesty's 
Works and Public Buildings.” 


5. ‘“*That a sum, not exceeding £13,000, Le granted to Her Majesty, tu 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which wi!l come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst duy of March, 1899, for Her 
Majesty's Foreign anu other Secret Services ” ais aed oe iene 


Crass IV. 


6. ‘*That a sum, not exceeding £681,867, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary tod fray the Charge which will come in course 
of psyment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for Public 
kducatiou in Scotiand, and for Science and Art in Scotland.” 









Page 
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7. ‘*That a sum, not exceeding £3,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for a 
Grant to the Board of Trustees for Manufactures in Scotland in aid of the 
maintenance of the National Gailery, School of Art, and Museum of An- 
tiquities, Scotland.” 


8. “ That asum, not exceeding £400,781, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Department of Science and Art, and of the 
a Establishments connected therewith, including sundry Grants 
in Aid.” 


9. ‘*That a sum, not exceeding £108,280, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and other Expenses of the British Museum, and of the Natural 
History Museum, including certain Grants in Aid.” . 


10. ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £8,274, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the National Gallery, and of the National 
perpen d of British Art, Millbank, including a Grant in Aid for the purchase 
of Pictures.” 


1l. ‘“‘ That asum, not exceeding £3,525, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the National Portrait Gallery, including a Grant 
in Aid for the purchase of Portraits.” 


12. ‘*That a sum, not exceeding £5,927, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Wallace Gallery (Hertford House).” 


13. ‘*‘ That asum, not exceeding £16,452, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for sun- 
dry Grantsin Aid of Scientific Investigation, etc., and other Grants.” 


14. “ That asum, not exceeding £66,507, be granted to Her Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for Grants 
in Aid of the Expenses of certain Universities and Colleges in Great Britain, 
and of the Expenses under The Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 1889,” 


15. ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £10, be granted to Her Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment curing the vear ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the Ex- 
penses of the University of London” ee oie abe can 746 


eee 


Crass V. 


16, ‘“‘ That a sum, not exceeding £271,600, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for the 
Expenses of Her Majesty’s Embassies and Missions Abroad, and of the Con- 
sular ee Abroad, and other Expenditure chargeable on the Con- 
sular Vote ” es ; bt nn woo ORS = 


Resolutions agreed to. 


CommiTTEE oF Ways anp Means (8TH AvGust)—Resolution reported— 


‘That towards making good the Supply granted to Her Majesty for the 
service of the year ending on the 3lst of March, 1899, the sum of £42,968,470 
be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom ” wat TURE 


Question put. 
Motion agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. J. W. Lowther, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, and Mr. Hanbury. 
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The Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill. ‘ 
to apply a main out of the Consctidated Fama to the service of the year end. 


ing on the 31st day of March, 1899, and to appropriate the Supplies granted 
in this Session of Parliament.’ "_( The Financial Secretary tothe Treasury)... 747 


‘ Page 


Leave given, and Question put— 
‘That the Bill be read a firsttime” ... i wae es a TH 
Agreed to. 


Vagrancy Act Amendment Bill.—(Consideration of Lords’ Amendments). 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


**That the Lords’ Amendments be now considered” ,,, od w- 148 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*That the Lords’ Amendments be considered this day three months.”— 
(Sir C. Dilkc.) 


DIscuUSssION :— 


Sir C. Dilke ... 748 Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal 

The Secretary of State Green, S.W.) — 152 
for the Home Depart- The Secretary of State for 
ment (Sir M. W. Rid- the Home Department’... 752 
ley, Lancashire, Black- Mr. Pickersgill ines re 3) 
pool) ... ges we. =749 Sir W. Foster (Derbyshire, 

Dr. Clark Se 751 Ilkeston) ... 155 

The Secretary of State Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnareon, 
for the Home ae Eifion) ant 36 756 
ment ... wae - Tl 

Question put— 
*‘ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question” ,,, woe ©6106 


The House divided :—Ayes 115; Noes 39. (Division List No. 308.) 
Question put. 


The Resolution that the Lords’ Amendments be considered was then 
agreed to. 


Question put— 


‘That the Lords’ Amendment on page 1, line 24, to leave out sub-section 
4, be agreed to.’—(The Secretary of State for the Home Department 


I 


~I 
on 


Agreed to, 


Question put— 


‘‘That the House agree with the Lords’ Amendment to leave out clause 
2."—(The Secretary of State for the Home Department) at oy ze 


The House divided :—Ayes 117; Noes 40. (Division List No. 309.) 
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Lanp Transrer Act—Motion made— 
‘*That this House disapproves of the Order of Council, made on the 18th 
day of July last, under the Land Transfer Act, 1897, and laid upon the Tabie 


on the following day, which directs that registration of title to land shall 
be compulsory on sale in the County of London.”—(Mr. Gedge.) 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Gedge ae is Gao Sir R. Webster ae: ows GZ 
The Attorney General Mr. Gedge ... aes 2. 163 
(Sir R. Webster, isle Sir R. Webster ise on Tn 


of Wight)... i Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ... 7164 
Mr. Gedge ids ee | 


Question put, and negatived. 
ADJOURNMENT—W hereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 


18th day of July last, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


House adjourned at 11.25. 





COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 10TH AUGUST 1898. 


PETITIONS. 
East Inpra (Conracious DisEasEs)—Petitions against State Regulation, 
from Clifton (3) and,Greenock ; to lie upon the Table ... re eos ©6668 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petition from Egglescliff, 
in favour: to lie upon the Table ... ane Sos ee mag ess | «6460 


ScreNcE AND Art Grants—Petition from Stratton St. Margaret, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table os sts ae a ove 160 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Navy (Prize Firin«)—Return [presented 9th August] to be printed. [No. 
a he a a! a ee 


Pustic Works (IrELAND)—Copy presented of Sixty-sixth Annual Report 
of the Commissioners of Publie Works in Ireland, with Appendices, 
for the year ending 31st March, 1898 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table... ove eee eee eee see eee ove 765 


ForEsHorEs—Copy presented of Treasury Minute dated 6th August, 1898, 
directing the application of Moneys received by the Board of Trade in 
the year ended 3lst March 1898, in respect of the rights and interests 
of the Crown in the Foreshores of the United Kingdom [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table ea oe oes — — ae «- 766 
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Pusiic Recorps (IRELAND)—Copy presented of Thirtieth Report of the 
Deputy Keeper of the Public Records and Keeper of the State Papers 
in Ireland [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table aa eed es 


Trape Reports (Annuat Sertes)—Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2172 and 2173 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table see nae oa ane 


ComMERCIAL ReELations (GREAT BRITAIN AND GERMANY) (COMMERCIAL, 
No. 7, 1898)—Copy presented of Temporary Arrangement regulating 
Commercial Relations between the United Kingdom and the German 
Empire [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


County Courts (PLaInts AND Sittines)—Return presented relative 
thereto [ordered 8th August ; Mr. Jesse Collings]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed [No. 385] See aie 


SoutH WaLes Coat Trape Dispute—Copy presented of Correspondence 
respecting Proceedings under the Conciliation Act, 1896, in relation to 
the Dispute in the Coal Trade of South Wales and Monmouth [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


East Inpia (Contriputions BY INDIA TO THE IMPERIAL INstituTE)— 
Return presented relative thereto [ Address Sth August ; Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownageree |; to lie upon the Table : 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House— 


Royat University or IRELAND—Copy of Account of Receipts and Ex- 
penditure of the Royal University of Ireland for the year ended 31st 
March, 1898 ; together with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 386] .. 


STATIONERY OFrrice Conrracts—Copies ordered “ of Contraets, as below 
stated, entered into since the 6th day of July, 1897, by the Controtler of 
Hier Majesty’s Stationery Office for printing Official Forms, ete., for 
Departments of Her Majesty’s Government, and for other printing, 
including the Army and Navy List, the Liverpool Customs Bill of Entry, 
Hackney Carriage Distance Books, the Board of Trade Journal, the 
Chronological Table and Index of the Statutes, the Police Gazette, the 
Journal of the Board of Agriculture, ete., viz. :—Laughton and 
Company, 10th May, 1897; Millington and Sons, 14th June, 1897 ; 
Waterlow Brothers and Layton, 11th September, 1897, 6th November, 
1897, rd December, 1897, 7th December, 1897; W. L. Abercromby, 
24th September, 1897; G. R. Griffith, 20th Ocfober, 1897; Alex. 
Thom and Company, Dublin, Ist November, 1897, 15th April, 1898, 
26th April, 1898; Colston and Company, Edinburgh, th November, 
1897; Kelleher and Company, llth November, 1897; A. T. Roberts, 
Son, and Company, 29th November, 1897; Harmer and Harley, 11th 
December, 1897. Eyre and Spottiswoode, 20th December, 1897; W. 
P. Griffith and Sons, 28th March, 1898; Morrison and Gibb, Edin- 
burgh, 7th April, 1898 ; ditto, ditto; Browne and Nolan, Dublin, 18th 
April, 1898 ; John Falconer, Dublin, 20th April, 1898 ; James Truscott 
and Son, 29th April, 1898; Hazell, Watson, and Viney, 8th June, 
1898 ; ditto, ditto ; and Bexhill Publishing and Printing Company, 10th 
June, 1898."—(Mr. Hanbury), ... 2 we ine 539 ae wis ves 
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QUESTION. 


UNQUALIFIED MEDICAL 
(Donegal, E.) ; 


PRACTITIONERS—Question, Mr. A. O’Connor 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for the Home 


Department (Mr. Jesse Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley ) 768 
BILL WITHDRAWN. 
County Courts Jurisdiction Bill—Order for Second Reading discharged, 
and Bill withdrawn.—(Mr. Monk) a 768 
ORDER OF THE DAY. 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill. 
Motion made— 
‘* That the Bill be read a second time.” —(Mr. Hanbury.) 
Discussion :— 
Sir C. Dilke (Glouces- Sir E. Ashmead - Bartlett 
ter, Forest of Dean)... 769 ( Sheffield, Ecelesall) 824 
Mr. Drage (Derby) 777 The First Lord of the Trea- 
Mr. Robson (South SUTY.. 824 
Shields) ? 786 Sir WV. Harcourt ‘ see. S29 
Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, The First Lord * the aaa 
S.) : 792 SUTY.. ..- 826 
Mr. Lambert (Devon, Sir W. Harcourt 828 
South Molton) : 794 Mr. Robson ~~ Gee 
Commander Bethe il The First Lord wile the Trea- 
(Yorks, E.R., Holder- sury.. 828 
nNeSS) T97 Sir WV. Harcourt ee ss 829 
Mr. Vesey Knox (Lon- The First Lord it the Trea- 
donderry) pute 800 SUTY.. 830 
Sir 7 Sutherland Sir WV. Harcourt ‘ . 831 
( Greenock) 802 The First Lord of the Trea- 
Sir W. Mareiuet (Mon- SUTY.. a 831 
mouthshire, W.) 806 Sir WW. Harcourt ae so. 832 
Commander Bethell 816 The First Lord of the Trea- 
Sir IV. Harcourt 816 sury we 832 
The First Lord of the Sir C. Dilke ... we SSS 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. The First Lord of the Trea- 
Balfour, Manchester, sury.. cs 833 
E.) 820 Sir W. Harcourt we §=835 
Sir C. Ditke : 822 The First Lord of the Trea- 
The First Lord of the SUTY.. 835 
Treasury) «+. : $22 Sir E. Ashmead- Bartle it 836 


House counted. 
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Discussion Resumed :— 
Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett 8490 Mr. R. G. Webster (St. 


Mr. M. Davitt ... 843 Pancras, E.) = 
Sir E. Ashmead- Bartlett 844 Sir J. Maclure (Lancashire, 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.)... 844 Stretford) . aa 
Mr. Lowe (Birmingham, [ Mr. Speaker] 
Edgbaston) ... 851 Mr. Lewis : 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, s. ) 858 [ Mr. Speaker] 
The First Lord of the Mr. Lewis 
Treasury “ea ; 860 [ Mr. Speaker] 
Mr Lowe ea «x. S861 Mr. Lloyd-George ... ae 
The First Lord of the Mr. Caldwell (Lanark, Mid) 
Treasury ais 861 Major Jameson (Clare, W.)... 
Mr. R. Wallace '(Edin- The Attorney General for 
burgh, E.) 863 Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 
Mr. Lewis (Flint Londonderry, N.) ... oe 
Boroughs)... «we “OGL 


The Bill was then read a second time. 


ADJOURNMENT— Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 
18th day of July last, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without 
Question put. 

House adjourned at 8. 





LORDS: THURSDAY, lltrn AUGUST 1898. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Vagrancy Act Amendment Bill—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to ose owe vee ae ae aa 


Companies Bill [.L.]; Copyright Bill [1.1.] ; Copyright (Amendment) 
Bill [1.L.]— Message from the Commons for copies of the Reports, etc., 
from the Select Committees. Ordered to be communicated accordingly 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Arrica, No. 10 (1898)—Report by Her Majesty’s Commissioner in Uganda 
on the recent mutiny of the Soudanese troops in the Protectorate 


CommerciaL, No. 7 (1898)—Temporary arrangement regulating commercial 
relations between the United Kingdom and the German Empire 


Trape Rerorts—Annual Series: Diplomatic and Consular Reports on 
Trade and Finance—No. 2172, Italy ; Finances. No. 2173, Italy ; 
Naples, ete. ... a ae ee ; cen 


Army—1l. Memorandum issued by the Commander-in-Chief, dated 28th 
April, 1898 ; 2. Schedule of purchases of property at Salisbury Plain... 
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GOVERNMENT Laporatory (INLAND ReEvENUE Brancn) — Report of 
« Dr. Thorpe on the work of, for—l. The year ended 31st March, 1897 ; 
with appendices. 2. The year ended 31st March, 1898 ; with appendices 


Intanp ReEvENUE — Forty-first Report of the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue, for the year ended 3lst March, 1898 ... ie — ie 


Post OrriceE—Forty-fourth Report of the Postmaster General... eee 


Customs—Forty-second Report of the Commissioners of Customs, being for 
the year ended 31st March, 1898 ... oes “= i ae ime 


South Waters Coat Trape Dispute — Correspondence respecting pro- 
ceedings under the Conciliation Act, 1496, in relation to the dispute in 
the coal trade of South Wales and Monmouth ... eee oe ee 


Inp1a—1. Contagious Diseases, No. 2, 1898. General Order issued by the 
Commander-in-Chief in India, on 14th July, 1897, regarding the means 
of checking venereal disease among the British troops in India; 2. 
Statistical abstract relating to British India from 1887-88 to 1896-97. 
Thirty-second Number es aoa wate — = owe eee 


InpIAN Currency ComMITTEE, 1898—Minutes of evidence taken before 
the Committee appointed to inquire into the Indian currency ; together 
with an analysis of the evidence; Part 1... ae oa aoe on 


Loca, Taxation (IrELAND)—Returns for the year 1897 ... ose wee 


Pustic Recorps (IreLanp)—Thirtieth Report of the Deputy-Keeper of 
the Public Records and Keeper of State Papers in Ireland ae 


Intsh Day Maits—Report of Committee appointed by the Treasury to in- 
quire into the acceleration of the Irish day mails; with minutes of 
evidence ose se cise ees see ove eee oe owe 


Pustic Works, IrELAanpD—Sixty-sixth annual Report of the Commissioners 
of Public Works in Ireland, with appendices, for the year ended 31st 
March, 1898.. a 3 “6 ae wate are ae ses 


TRAMWAY AND Gas anp Water OrpvEers—Report by the Board of Trade 
of their proceedings under the Tramways Act, 1870, and the Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, during the Session of 1898... eh 


NationaL Epucation (IreLanp)—1l. Sixty-fourth Report of the Com- 
missioners of National Education in Ireland, for the year 1897-98 ; 2. 
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LocaL GOVERNMENT Act, 1888 (County or WorcEestER)—Order of the 
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Extrapition Acts, 1870 ro 1895—Order in Council, of 9th August, 1898, 
giving effect to the Anglo-Chilian Extradition Treaty of 26th January, 
1897 ... ees 


eee eee eee eee eee eee eee 
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PRIVATE BILLS. 
AMENDMENT OF StanDING OrpERs—The Chairman of Committees (The 
Earl of Morley). 
Motion made— - 


‘“‘ That the Standing Orders be amended as follows” :— 


‘* Notre.—The words underlined are to be omitted, and the words printed 
in italics are to be inserted, 





aged ‘*26. In cases where the work is to be situate on tidal lands. 
tions. — within the ordinary spring tides are to be acquired or inany way 
map @ 


Tinervsana affected, a copy of the plans and sections shall on or before the 
Harbour ‘ thirtieth day of November immediately preceding the applica- 
Jepartment, 


Boned af tion for the Bill, be deposited at the Office of the Fisheries and 


‘Trade, in Harbour Department, Board of Trade, marked ‘ Tidal Waters’ ; 
ee ene and on such copy all tidal waters shall be coloured blue; and, if 
lands. the plans include any bridge across tidal waters, the dimensions 


as regards span and headway of the nearest bridges, if any, 
across the same tidal waters, above and below the proposed new 
bridge, shall be marked thereon ; and in all such cases such plans. 
and sections shall be accompanied by an Ordnance or published 
map of the country over which the works are proposed to extend, 
or are to be carried, with their position and extent or route 
accurately laid down thereon: 


ee ** And, in cases where the work is to be situate on the banks, 
Pionsand foreshore, or bed of any river having a Board of Conservators. 
hg constituted by or under Act of Parliament, a copy of the plans 


Conservators @ud sections shall, on or before the thirtieth day of November 

Cf any) in immediately preceding the application for the Bill, be deposited 

case of works at the Office of the Fisheries and Harbour Department of the 

— Board of Trade and at the office of the Conservators of the river, 
and, if the plans include any tunnel under or bridge over the 
river, the depth of such tunnel below the bed of the river or the 
span and headway of such bridge shall be marked thereon ; and 
such plans sball be accompanied by an Ordnance or published 
map of the country over which the works are proposed to exterd 
or are to be carried, with their position and extent or route 
accurately laid down thereon. 
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Deposits on or before the 21st of December. 
Deposit of ** 33. On or before the twenty-first day of December 
1 a 
Sicasuevend * * * * * 
other public 
Fina i “* (3) A printed copy of every local Bill relating to any dock, 


harbour, navigation, pier or port or tidal waters, shall 
be deposited at the Office of the Fisheries and Harbour 
Department of the Board of Trade, marked ‘Tidal 


Waters’; 
* + * * * 
Depos t of **34a. On or before the twenty-first day of December a printed 
Fills with copy of every Bill of the Second Class whereby it is intended to 
servators. authorise the construction of any work on the banks, foreshore, 


or bed of any river having a Board of Conservators constituted 
bv or under Act of Parliament. shall be deposited at the Office 
of the Fisheries and Harbour Department of the Board of Trade 
and at the office of the Conservators of the River. 

Reference of Bills, etc., to and Duties of and Practice before Examiners. 


Petitions for “71. All petitions for additional provision in local Bills 


add t onal 


provisions, originating in this House shall, on the presentation thereof, be 
referred to the Examiners, who shal! examine the same and report 
therecn in respect of all orders which would have been appli- 
cable in the case of a Bill. 


“In cases where provisions are sought to be inserted 
upon petition for additional provision, which were com- 
prised in the original notices but were not contained in 
the Bill as introduced into Parliament, the original 
notices shall not be held to apply to the additional sel 
visions proposed to be inserted” .. es : 881 

Question put. 


Motion agreed to. 


Ylocvse or Lorps’ OrricEs— 


The Chairman of Committees. 


Motion made— 


‘That the Second Report of the Select Committee on the House of 
Lords’ Offices be adopted ” 2 ae : ws wee 


Question put. 


Motion agreed to. : 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
Companies Bill. 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury)... _ .. 883 
BusINEss OF THE Hovuse—Standing Order No. 39, to be considered 
to-morrow, in order to its being suspended for that day’s sitting .. 885 
Private Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill—TrLErnones—Messages to the 


Commons for Reports, ete., of Select Committees wan ee ... $86 


House adjourned at 4.45. 
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Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ove eee 


VoLUuNTEER VoTeE—Question, Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland, Egremont) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. St. John Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) ... see swe eee eee sa wee ase 


Far East—Questions, Mr. J. Walten (York, W.R., Barnsley) and Mr. 
Yerburgh (Chester) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... ee are Bes hs ane 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill—This Bill passed through Com- 


mittee, reported without Amendment, and read a second time. Put 
down for the Third Reading To-morrow ... ane te Ste = 


East Inpra Revenue Accounts—On going into Committee on East 
India Revenue Accounts, 


Motion made— 


‘That in the opinion of this House, the recent alterations made in the 
law relating to sedition and the control of the Press in India, being a 
distinct departure from the traditional policy of the Indian Government in 
regard to the Press and to public criticism, demand the immediate attention 
of Parliament ; and that, having regard to the conditions of British rule 
in India, and to the exceptional part played by the Indian Press as the only 
medium for expressing the opinion of the people as to Government 
measures, and to the fact that such a policy of restriction and intimidation 
must, if persisted in, result in producing elements of danger to the Govern- 
ment of India, it is desirable that the legislation in question should be 
repealed at the earliest opportunity.”"—(Mr. J. H. Roberts.) 


Discussion :-— 


Mr. J. H. Roberts (Den- The Solicitor General (Sir R. 
bighshire, W.) 930 Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 
Sir W. WwW ‘edlidieetunrn Sir W. Wedderburn... we 
(Banffshire) . 941 Mr. J. H. Roberts... noe 
Sir A. Scoble (Hackney, Mr. Pickersgill eh eee 
Central) 947 Sir Rh. Finlay, .. coe 
Sir W.H fedderburn oo. 947 Mr. Haldane... see see 
Mr. J. A. Roberts .. 949 Sir R. Finlay sia nee 
Sir A. Scoble... w. 949 Sir W. Wedderburn.. aan 
Mr. J. H. Roberts we «951 Mr. Haldane ... ae ee 
Sir A. Scoble... 951 Sir R. Finlay “ae =e. 
Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Mr. Pickersgill! = ove 
Green, S.W.)... wwe (Gaz The Secretary of State for 
Mr. J. H. Roberts ss ~~ Oe India (Lord George 
Sir A. Scoble... coe QO2 Hamilton, ae Eal- 
Mr. J. H. Roberts eee 953 ing) .. : wee 
Sir A. Scoble... «ss 900 Mr. Pi ichersgi Th ae 
Mr. Haldane (Hadding- The Secretary of State for 


tonshire) eee va. SOO India oan sae or 
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Question put— 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Question ”,, 


The House divided :—Ayes 66 ; Noes 30, 


Discussion resumed :— 


Sir M. Bhownagqgree 
(Bethnal Green, N.E. ie 977 
Mr. Pickersgilt .. ~ woe 
Sir M.B hownaggree -- 978 
Mr. Pickersgill ... . 978 
Mr. Pickhersgill ... ee 979 
Sir M. Bhownaggree ... 979 
Mr. Souttar en 
shire) . «- 989 
Mr. Maddison " ( Shef- 
Jield, Brightside)... 990 
Sir M. Bhownaggree ... 990 


Mr. Souttar.. 990 
Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Herts, 
St. Albans) ... 994 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Considered in Committee. 


(Division List No. 310.) 


Mr. Stuart sibiiiaiit Hox- 
ton) .. 
The Secretary ™* State for 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolved— 


“ That it appears, by the Accounts laid before this House, that the Total 
Revenue of India for the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1897, was 
Rx.94,129,741 ; that the Total Expenditure in India and in England charged 


against the Revenue was Rx.¥5,834,763; 
Expenditure over Revenue of Rx. A, 705,022 
on Railways and Irrigation W orks not soos against Revenue was 
Rx.4,984,422."—Secretary Lord George Ha milton) atte 


Resolution to be reported. 


ISth day of July last, Mr. 
Question put. 


SPEAKER 


Page 


976 


997 


India 998 
Mr. Stuart 998 
The Secretary of State for 

India ove LOTT 
Mr. Vicary Gibbs ss» 1OK3 
The Secretary of State for 

India . a ees, LOTS 
Mr. }4. J. Wilson vse LOTT 
The Secretary of State for 

India “a . 1018 
Mr. H. J. Wi ieee . 1018 
, that there was an Excess of 
; and that the Capital Outlay 

- 1020 


AbJOURNMENT—W hereupon, in pursuance of the Order of the House of the 
adjourned the House without 


House adjourned at 11.10. 
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PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(Authorised Edition) 


IN THE 


FOURTH SESSION or THE 


THE Unitrep KINGDOM OF 


TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT or 
GREAT BRITAIN anv IRELAND, 


APPOINTED TO MEET THE 8TH FEBRUARY, 1898, IN THE 61ST AND 62ND 


YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA. 








TWELFTH VOLUME OF SESSION 1898. 








HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 4th August, 1898. 


Toe LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat upon the Woolsack at a Quarter- 
past Four of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ed 


FILEY WATER AND GAS BILL. 


[H.L.} 
Commons’ Amendments considered, 
and agreed to. 
VOL. LXIV. {[Fourtu Series. ] 





NEWCASTLE AND GATESHEAD WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Commons’ Amendments considered, 


| and agreed to. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAILWAY 
AND HARBOURS BILL. 
Read the third time, with Amend- 
ments ; further Amendments made; Bill 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 

Moved, That Standing Orders Nos. 143 
and 143a be considered in order to their 
being dispensed with in respect of the 
said Bill; agreed to; Bill read the tuird 
time with the Amendments, and passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


A 





3 Private Bill 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10) BILL. 

Amendments reported (according to 
order) ; further Amendments made: and 
Bill to be read the third time To-morrow. 


§ LOR 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL. [(H.L.] 
Commons’ Amendments considered 
(according to order), and agreed to. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL. [H.L.] 
Commons’ Amendment considered 

(according to order), end agreed to. 


METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
(EAT SHEEN) PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 

Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


DEVONPORT AND DISTRICT ‘TRAM- 


WAYS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


HEYWOOD CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
(H.L.} 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


TODMORDEN 


CORPORATION 

BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 

to, with Amendments. 


WATER 








Business. 4 


DS} 


CHELSEA ELECTRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 


(H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN RAIL- 

WAY BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 


BILL. [H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agrecd to. 


CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


ROCHDALE 


SEAHAM HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 

Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


WATH-UPON-DEARNE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. [H.L.] 

Returned from the Commons agreed 

to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


WINDSOR AND ASCOT RAILWAY BILL. 
(H.L.] 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 
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5 Returns, 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BIRTHS, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES 
(SCOTLAND). 
Forty-second annual Report of the 

Registrar-General (abstracts of 1896). 


ARMY. 
I. General annual return of the 
British Army, for the year 1897; with 
abstracts, etc. 


If. (Military Prisons)—Report on the 
discipline and management of military 
prisons, 1897. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. 

1. Reports from University Colleges 
participating in the grant of £25,000 
made by Parliament for ° University 
Colleges in Great Britain. 

2. Report of the Committee of Council 
on Education in schools for the blind and 
deaf; with appendices, 1897-98. 

3. Report of the Committee of Council 
on Education (England and Wales) ; with 
appendix, 1897-98. 

1. Special reports on educational sub- 
jects, 1897-98. 

5. (i.) Schools in receipt of Parliamen- 

tary grants ; 

(ii.) Grants paid to school boards 
under section 97, Elementary 
Education Act, 1870 ; 

(ili.) School board accounts, 
and list of loans. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 


I. General report to the Board of 
Trade upon the accidents that have 
occurred on the railways of the United 
Kingdom during the year 1897. 


II. Return of accidents and casualties 
as reported to the Board of Trade by the 
several railwav companies in the United 
Kingdom during the six months ending 
30th June, 1898, in pursuance of the 
Regulation of Railways Act (1871), 34th 


{4 Aveusr 1898} 


Reports, ete. 6 


]and 35th Victoria, chapter 78; together 


with reports of the inspecting officers of 
the Railway Department to the Board of 
Trade upon certain accidents which were 
inquired into. 


BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPART- 
MENT) (WAGES AND HOURS © 
OF LABOUR). 

Report and statistical tables relating to 
changes in rates of wages and hours of 
labour in the United Kingdom in 1897, 
with comparative statistics for 1893-96. 


NATIONAL PHYSICAL LABORATORY. 

Report and minutes of evidence, dated 
6th July, 1898, of the Committee 
appointed by the Treasury to consider the 
desirability of establishing a National 
Physical Laboratory ; together with the 
minute of appointment of the Committee, 
dated 3rd August, 1897. 


LIQUOR LICENSING LAWS (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 


Fifth Report of the Royal Commission, 
and minutes of evidence taken before the 
Commissioners; with appendices and 
index: Vol. VII. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 


Twenty-seventh annual report, 1897- 
98. 


TRADE REPORTS, 1898, 
Annual Series: Diplomatic and Consu- 
lar Reports on Trade and Finance: 
No. 2,169. Russia (St. Petersburg). 
No. 2,170. Egypt (Port Said and 
Suez). 





No. 2,171. Russia (Odessa). 
A 2 
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7 Militia 
INDIA (ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES, 
1898-99). 

Appendices to the explanatory memo- 
randum by the Secretary of State for 

India. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


NATIONAL DEBT (SAVINGS BANKS). 

Balance sheet setting forth the assets 
and liabilities of the Commissioners for 
the Reduction of the National Debt in 
respect of trustee savings banks on 20th 


November, 1897. 


PREVENTION OF CRIME ACT, 1871 
(LICENCES WITH SPECIAL CON- 
DITIONS). 

Licences granted by Her Majesty to 
Mary Ann Sprackland and Mary Jane 
Stretch, convicts under detention in 
Aylesbury Prison, permitting them to be 
at large on condition that they enter the 
Royal Victoria Home, Horfield, Bristol. 


POLICE ACT (1890) 
Correspondence relative to the refusal 
of the certificate of the Secretary of State 
under section 17 (2) of the Act, to the 
River Tyne Police Force, for the year 

ended 29th September, 1897. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888. 

1. Order of the County Council of the 
East Riding of Yorkshire, constituting 
the parish of Withernsea an urban dis- 
trict “to be called the Urban District 
of Withernsea,” as confirmed by the 
Local Government Board. 


2. Order of the County Council of 
Essex for transferring an area situate in 
the urban district of Braintree to the 
parish of Stisted and rural district of 
Braintree, as confirmed by the Local 
Government Board. 


3. Order of the County Council of 
Leicester for uniting the parishes of 


{LORDS} 








Ballot Bill. 8 


Appleby Magna South into the parish of 
Appleby Magna, as confirmed by the 
Local Government Board. 


4. (County Salop) Order of the Local 
Government Board, altering their order 
confirming that of the County Council of 
Salop, constituting the urban district of 
Oakengates and the parishes of Lilleshall 
and Shiffnal. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


WORKHOUSE CHAPLAINS. 


Return respecting: Laid before the 
House pursuant to order of 10th June 
last, and to be printed. (No. 202.) 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


MILITIA BALLOT BILL. 
Tue Earn or WEMYSS: My Lords, I 


wish to ask my noble Friend the Secre- 
tary of State for War a question, of 
which I have given him private notice. 
When the Militia Ballot Bill was last 
before your Lordships’ House there was 
a question of the Government taking up 
the Bill which I had brought in. My 
noble Friend then said— 


“I make this offer to the noble Earl. | 
am ready to say that we shall, during the 
coming autumn, have that machinery very 
carefully examined and revised. It will be so 
much, at any rate, gained if we have at the 
War Office, ready to hand, a carefully and 
thoroughly worked-out scheme for giving 
effect to the ballot, should the ballot ever 
become indispensable.” 


The question I would ask the noble Mar- 
quess is, could this scheme, which he 
would have worked out during the 
autumn, be in the least effective without 
an amending Act? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


WAR (The Marquess of Lanspowns): 
In reply to my noble Friend, I have to 
say that the scheme would not be effective 
in the absence of an amending Act. 


In 
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9 Habitual Inebriates 


the speech from which the noble Earl 
has quoted I guarded myself upon that 
point by saying— 


“But I wish to guard myself against being 
supposed by the noble Earl or by anyone 
else to undertake that Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment will next year, or at any particular 
moment, make a Bill for the introduction of 
the ballot part of their programme of legis- 
lation. That is a pledge I am certainly not 
prepared to give.” 


Tue Earn or WEMYSS: I did not 
imply that my noble Friend was going to 
do so, but I hope he will think better of 
it during the Recess. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
several of the Amendments agreed to; 
several other Amendments agreed to, 
with Amendments, and a consequential 
Amendment to the Bill; and several 
other Amendments disagreed to, with 
Reasons for such disagreement: The said 
Amendments and Reasons to be printed, 
and to be considered To-morrow. (No. 
201.) 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 
Lorp BELPER: My Lords, I beg to 
move the Third Reading of this Bill. 


Tue Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
there is an Amendment standing in my 
name on the Paper, to the following 
effect— 


“To move that the Bill be re-committed, 
with a view to its operation being restricted 
to persons who have been convicted of crime.” 


Now, my Lords, in moving this, I know 
I am attempting a very quixotic thing. 
This Bill was brought in in the House 
of Commons; it passed there almost 
without criticism; indeed, the tendency 
of those who spoke with regard to the 
Bill was to induce, if possible, the Govern- 
ment, represented by the Home Secre- 
tary, to go even further than was origi- 
nally intended in the Bill. Since the 
Bill came up to your Lordships’ House 1 
do not think there have been any hostile 
criticisms upon it; and, therefore, as I 
say, to ask your Lordships to pass this 
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Amendment is a most quixotic proceeding 
on my part. But, my Lords, I feel very 
strongly with regard to this Bill, and on 
this ground. No doubt the people who 
are endeavouring to get legislation to 
make all the world as good as them- 
selves. are influenced by the very best 
motives, and I have no doubt the Home 
Secretary and the Government have the 
same object in view, but the fact remains 
that this Bill makes a crime of what is 
not at present a crime. It creates a 
crime. You have now the Habitual 
Drunkards Act, under which a man may, 
by his own voluntary act, shut himself 
up for three years in one of the reforma- 
tory asylums. But, if this Bill becomes 
law, what is at the present time volun- 
tary will be made compulsory, and a 
man for being drunk under certain cir- 
cumstances, which I will refer to 
presently, may be compulsorily shut up 
for three years. That is a very novel prin- 
ciple, and runs counter to the love of 
liberty which is innate inus all. The Bill 
also shows what progress in legislation 
means. A Bill which is one year volun- 
tary, the next year becomes compulsory, 
and so we go on, and shall go on, until 
we all become slaves under the shackles 
of the State, or of some municipal 
authority, deprived of all liberty. Now, 
my Lords, what are the “crimes” for 
which, under this Bill, a man may be 
shut up? The Bill has two parts. The 
first part deals with men who are con- 
victed of crime. It is the second clause 
of the Bill which makes drunkenness a 
crime, and the First Schedule states 
what is to be considered as a crime 
under this new legislation. I begin with 
the first. It is a crime, or will be a 
crime, punishable by three years’ im- 
prisonment in a reformatory, to be found 
drunk-in a highway or other public place, 
whether a building or not, or on licensed 
premises. It will be a crime to be found 
drunk whilst in charge, on any highway 
or other public place, of any carriage, 
horse, cattle, or steam-engine; and it 
will be a crime to refuse or fail, when 
drunk, to quit licensed premises when 
requested. I should have thought those 
who held these licensed premises could 
have turned these men out without an 
Act of this kind, or call in the police. 
It will be a crime to be found intoxicated 
while driving a hackney carriage, or 
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11 Habiiual Inebriates 


drunk and persisting, after being refused 
admission on that account, in attempt- 


ing to enter a passenger steamer. Good 
heavens! my Lords, I should have 
thought those who had charge of 


passenger steamers could deal with these 


men. Surely this is carrying legislation 
too far! Under this Bill, being drunk 


on board a passenger steamer and refus- 
ing to leave such steamer when requested 
will also be a crime, as also will being 
found in a state of intoxication and 
incapable of taking care of one’s 
self, and not under the care or protection 
of some suitable person, in any street, 
thoroughfare, or public place, and being 
found in any shebeen drunk. Now, my 
Lords, I venture to think this is not 
the sort of legislation that is desirable. 
It is not uesirable to create :iime, and 
the offences which I have mentioned 
ought not to be considered as crimes 
We all know that the noble Marquess 
tlie Prime Minister has a great iove of 
liberty. In 1895, or 1896, the noble 
Marquess, in replying to a temperance 
body which waited upon him, used most 
excellent language, which I shall not 
bother your Lordships by quoting, but the 
substance was this: the noblest idol that 
man could adore was the idol of liberty. 


THe PREMIER anp SECRETARY 
or STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(The Marquess of Sauispury): I never 
said that. 


Tue Eart or WEMYSS: That is what 
the noble Marquess said. He may shake 
his head now, because it is unsuited to 
this Bill. My Lords, I went to ask my 
noble Friend whether he thinks that by 
converting persons guilty of the offences 
which I have referred to into criminals 
the Home Secretary has offered up a 
suitable offering to the idol which the 
Prime Minister so mueh admires. I do 
not think my noble Friend could say 
that this is a suitable offering to the idol 
of liberty. The great evil of drunken- 
ness is drunkenness in the home, but the 
men who sit sopping and drinking at 
home, to the injury of their wives and 
families, are absolutely untouched by this 
Bill. But we may expect, when this 
Bill is passed, that there will be another 
one brought in for the purpose of pre- 
venting drunkenness at home, and cwen 


Earl of Wemyss. 
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Bill. 


you will have inspectors going round to 
see whether there are any drunkards in 
people’s homes. The Bill is imperfect 
without that, and depend upon it, when 
this Bill is passed, there ‘will be peopie 
who will do their best to force that upon 
the Government. As regards myself, no 
one hates drunkenness more than I do. 
[ loath and detest a drunkard, but I 
think these offences ought to be made, 
not crimes, but nuisances. I go this 
length and say that, if a man comes 
staggering along the street and knocks 
against people as he goes along, he ought 
to be taken up. One of our present 
Scotch judges told me a story of a man 
—a Scotchman—who knocked up against 
a gentleman in the street. The man so 
butted against said, “ Bless you, what do 
you want!” “Want!” replied the 
Scotchman, “I dinna want naething; I’m 
as fu’ fu’ can be.” I say that a 
man of that character is a real nuisance, 
and he ought to be shut up and dealt 
with by the police. I am one of those 
who think that the less legislation we 
have the better, and that it is by morai 
influence that men and nations improve 
and progress. Look at the change in the 
customs and habits of the upper classes 
in reference to drunkenness! During 
this winter, in the West End, I make 
bold to say that I have only seen one 
drunken man, and he was lying with his 
head on the pavement and his feet in the 
gutter in Berkeley Square. A man of 
that kind ought to be taken up by the 
police. I looked for a policeman to do 
it, but there was not one in sight or 
hearing. My conscience compels me to 
make this protest against this evil legis- 
lation, and I appeal to my noble Friend 
the Prime Minister to do something if 
he can. to protect his idol from the 
insulting gift which his Home Secretary 
is laying at its shrine. 
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THe PREMIER anno SECRETARY 
or STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: 
My idol is not the habitual drunkard. 


THe Earp or WEMYSS: I would 
further remind the noble Marquess that 
in the year 1895, when he was in opposi- 
tion, and when the present Lord Chan- 
cellor was in opposition, the then Lord 
Chancellor brought in a similar Bill, 
which my ncble Friend opposed. 
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THe PREMIER anp SECRETARY |returns of habitual drunkards, which are 


or STATE’ ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: 

The noble Ear! is entirely in error. The | 
Bill to which he refers enabled persons | 
to be shut up who had never been con- | 
victed at all of anything. | 


| 
Tun Eart or WEMYSS: Then I am) 


very glad my noble Friend opposed that | 
Bill, and I hope he will go one step | 
better and oppose his own Bill. I have | 
not the slightest hope of carrying my | 
Amendment ; it is impossible at this time | 
of the Session that such a subject should | 
b> properly discussed, but I shall, if I) 
am alive, bring in a Bill in the next) 
Session of Parliament to do what my | 
Amendment now proposes—namely, to | 
restrict the operation of this Bill to| 
persons who have been convicted of 
crime. ' 

Lorp BELPER: I regret that my | 
noble Friend was not in his place on the 
Second Reading of this: Bill, when the 
principle of that Bill should have been | 
discussed. As far as I am able to follow 
the remarks of the noble Earl, they are 
all directed against the principle of the 


Bill. 


THe Earn or WEMYSS: Only against 
the non-criminal part. 


Lorp BELPER: It is quite true that 
the Amendment of my noble Friend does 
not take the same line as his remarks. 
He moved that the Bill be re-committed, 
with a view to its operation being 
restricted to persons who have been con- 
victed of crime. There is nobody dealt 
with by this Bill who has not been con- 
victed of crime in some degree. It is 
true that some are convicted of a less 
crime than others. The first clause of 
the Bill deals with indictments for serious 
offences, and the second with offences of 
drunkenness. 


Tue Eart or WEMYSS: You make 
the latter a crime. 





Lorp BELPER: They are criminals 
whether they are in prison a fortnight 
or six months. I understand that my 
noble Friend wishes to exclude from the 
operation of the Bill habitual drunkards 
who have not been convicted of serious 
crime. That would strike a very great 
blow at the Bill, because I find from the 





issued by the police, that out of 23,000 
gases classed by the police as habituai 
drunkards, only 261 of them were con- 
victed on indictment, and therefore his 
Amendment would have the effect of 
ruling out the very large proportion of 
these cases. The Amendment which the 
noble Earl proposes is really that we 
should leave the law in its present un- 
satisfactory state with regard to that 
class of people. My noble Friend said 
this was a question which had been 
brought forward by  faddists and 
people of that sort, but the fact is there 
have been three Committees lately, and 
other Committees before, who have come 
to the same conclusion and made a 
similar recommendation ; and in the last 
Report of the Committee on Inebriates 
it is stated that the repeated infliction 
of short sentences for ordinary drunken- 
ness has been universally condemned as 
unsuitable as a means of reform and 
cure. In the first place, the people dealt 
with by this Bill must be habitual 
drunkards, and must have been convicted 
three times before, in the course of the 
12 months, of a similar offence. They 
are, as I ventured to point out in the 
remarks I made on the Second Reading, 
many of them people who have been 
repeatedly convicted of such offences, and 
who have spent a very large portion of 
each year in prison. I find that in one 
London prison alone there were 105 
women who had been convicted from 40 
to 133 times in the course of a single 
year. Therefore even on the narrow 
view that it would be better that these 
people ought not 





Tue Earn or WEMYSS: 


view. 


Lorp BELPER: It is not a broad view 
at all, but on that view alone probably 
these people would be much better off 
by having to go through some course of 
retirement, under regulations, by whicn 
they could be weaned from the unhappy 
state into which they have got, and be 
prevented from undergoing, year after 
year, repeated bouts of drunkenness and 
repeated terms of imprisonment. The 
proposal which the noble Earl has made 
is that this Bill should be recommitted. 
I sincerely hope that the House will not 


The broad 
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take this view, but that they will endorse 
what has been the opinion, not only of 
the Committees who have sat upon the 
question, but of the experts with regard 
to this yort of disease. The most expe- 
rienced magistrates all agree that it 
would be better to substitute for the 
present system some long term of incar- 
ceration with such a treatment as is likely 
to effect a cure. My Lords, I know that 
this is a new proposal. It is really only 
following the course of the proposals 
under which the reformatories were 
established, where those of tender years 
have been shut up, in order to wean 
them from the evil course of life in which 
they had started. I will go further. 
Where any class of people are in such a 
state that they are incapable, and are 
not likely to be a danger to those about 
them, such as those who are dealt with 
under the lunacy laws, treatment is pre 
scribed by Parliament; and I venture to 
think the difference between some of 
those who come under this Bill and 
those who come under the Lunacy Acts 
is not so great as some noble Lords would 
suppose. I find that in one union—St. 
Pancras—there were 230 persons 
admitted in 1897 to the insane wards 
who were suffering from alcoholic 
excesses, and in whose cases alcohol was 
the sole cause of the mental disturbance. 
Therefore I venture to think there is 
some necessity for an amendment of the 
law in the direction proposed. The noble 
Earl waxed very eloquent upon the 
“liberty of the subject.” I venture to 
think that some consideration should »e 
shown for the sober and law-abiding 
citizen, whose liberty is continually being 
interfered with by these people, because 
in each of these cases we have not only 
drunkenness, but disorder, assaults, and 
the various other offences which are 
committed by these people when they 
are drunk. My Lords, I hope your 
Lordships’ House will take this view of 
the question and give a Second Reading 
to the Bill, which, as I have said, is 
founded upon the recommendations of 
those most qualified to form an opinion 
on the subject. It has passed through 
the other House with very general 
approval, and not a single objection was 
raised to it in this House until this 
stage of the Bill. I beg to move that 
the Bill be read a second time. 


Lord Belper. 
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Tuz LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): My Lords, [ am unwilling 
that this Bill should pass without saying 
a word or two in reply to the observa- 
tions of the noble Earl who moved the 
Amendment. I am not quite certain 
that I heard all the ob,ections raised by 
the noble Earl, but I did hear an allusion 
to an opposition we offered to a Bill on 
the same subject which was introduced 
by the late Government. I took an 
active part in o~»osing that Bill. I 
heartily sympathise with the noble Earl 
in his desire to protect the liberty of 
the subject, but I cannot help thinking 
that he has moved this Amendment 
under some misapprehension as to what 
this Bill provides. An essential con- 
dition of the Bill is that the persons to 
whom it applies must have been con- 
victed of something three times within 
12 months, and must be convicted upon 
indictment of being habitual drunkards. 
This Bill is a very different one to the 
Bill which was introduced by the late 
Government. The real provision of the 
Bill is one to protect the liberty of the 
subject, and to prevent the persons who 
are made the objects of the Bill being 
exposed to other legislation, which I sus- 
pect public indignation will ultimately 
insist upon being passed. This is an 
effort to meet the growing demand that 
drunkenness should be properly treated. 
i daresay the noble Earl remembers the 
case of Mrs. Jane Cakebread, which was 
one of considerable importance in respect 
to this question. I forget the number of 
hundreds of times she was sent to prison, 
but it became a perfect scandal. The 
noble Earl would like that to go on, I 
suppose. When he asks that the Bill 
should be recommitted, what does the 
noble Earl propose to _ substitute 
for clause 2? 


Tue Eart or WEMYSS: Strike it out 
altogether. Leave things as they are. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR : I do not 
believe the conscience of this country 
will allow a system to go on under which 
you can have 350 convictions, which, I 
believe, was the number of convictions 
in the case of Jane Cakebread. The 
object of this Bill is to meet what is felt 
to be a very great want—namely, that 
there is no provision for habitual 
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drunkards other than sending them to 
a house of correction. The proposal is 
to send them to homes where they can 
be properly looked after, and where that 
which is more or less a sort of disease 
may be treated with some hope of a cure 
being effected. This Bill is a very 
different one from that which I for one 
steadily opposed on a former occasion. 
That Bill did, I think, strike very 
seriously at the liberty of the subject, 
but this Bill only strikes at the liberty 
of those persons who have proved, by 
their action, that they are incapable of 
taking care of themselves. I hope your 
Lordships will reject the Amendment of 


_ 


the noble Earl. 


Tue Eart or WEMYSS: I withdraw 
my Amendment now, but I shall, as I 
said, give your Lordships an opportunity 
of discussing this question next year. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Question put. 

Bill read a third time. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 2, line 26, leave out ‘1893,’ and 
insert ‘1898.’”"—(Lord Belper.) 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 7, line 24, leave out ‘1893,’ and 
insert *1898.’”—/Lord Belper.) 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


_ “Page 8, line 24, leave out ‘1893, and 
insert *1898.’”—/Lord Belper.) 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Lord BELPER : 
Bill do. pass. 


I now move that this 


Question put. 


Motion agréed to. 
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MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
MARINE) BILL. 

Tue Eart or DUDLEY: My Lords, in 
asking the House to read this Bill a 
second time, I shall not detain your Lord- 
ships longer than I can possibly help, as 
I know that your Lordships are anxious 
to pass on to the consideration of more 
interesting matter. But as this Bill is of 
some importance. it is necessary for me 
to say a word or two in explanation of 
it. Its provisions are based upon the 
recommendation of a Committee presided 
over by Mr. L. Courtney, the honourable 
Member for Bodmin, and are, roughly 
speaking, to effect a financial rearrange 
ment with respect to certain services 
hitherto maintained out of a fund called 
the Mercantile Marine Fund. That fund, 
my Lords, which was established in 1854, 
is at present, as your Lordships may 
know, of a very composite character ; its 
chief revenue is derived from the light 
dues, but its income is also supplemented 
by moneys payable from various other 
services, such as, for instance, the fees 
payable for the examination of officers, 
the fees for survey, and so forth. The 
expenditure of the fund is also equally 
heterogeneous, for not only is it charged 
with the lighthouse service, but with 
many other expenses in connection with 
various matters, like the local marine 
boards, the mercantile marine offices, 
the survey of ships, and various other 
services of that kind. It is, however, mv 
Lords, to be noticed that of all these 
services the lighthouse service is the only 
one which is self-supporting. The light 
dues, indeed, not merely maintain that 
service, but afford, generally speaking, a 
considerable’ surplus, and under the 
present system « great portion of ,that 
surplus has been put aside to defray the 
deficiency in the other services. Such, 
then, my Lords, is, shortly, the present 
character of the Mercantile Marine Fund 
and the present system by which its 
finances are administered. It is obvious, 
however, that a system of this nature, 
under which receipts of various kinds are 
mingled together to meet mixed pay- 
ments, must entail considerable disad- 
vantages, and there is, I think, little 
doubt that of those disadvantages one 
of the chief ones is that it allows of no 
adequate guarantee for economic ad- 
ministration, nor does it allow for any 
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real or separate Parliamentary control, 
either over the various sources of income 
which together make up the fund or 
upon the different items of expenditure 
which it is made responsible for. Al- 
though a return is now made to Parlia- 
ment of the general condition of the 
Mercantile Marine Fund, it would, I 
think, under the present system, be 
extremely difficult for any Member to 
raise anything like an effective discussion 
upon any particular item contained in 
the general statement, and consequently 
equally difficult to obtain any alteration 
in the extent or mode of expenditure. 
My Lords, in order, therefore, to meet 
this defect, the Committee recommended, 
and the Bill provides, that the Mercan- 
tile Marine Fund should be broken up 
into its component parts, and that each 
branch of expenditure should be brought 
before Parliament in the ordinary course 
each year. We propose, therefore, to 
Lighthouse Fund, 
which will be maintained solely out of the 
light dues and charged merely with the 
expenses of the lighthouse service. All 
the other expenses hitherto charged to the 
Mercantile Marine Fund will be trans- 
ferred to the Treasury, and will be met by 
moneys provided by Parliament, in 59 
far, of course, as they are not already 
met by the fees payable in connection 
with these services. This transfer will 
naturally entail a considerable additional 
charge upon the Votes, but that charge 
will, to a certain extent, be met by the 
establishment, provided for in the Bill, 
of a small fee for the registration, trans- 
fer, and mortgage of ships, and also by 
providing that in future shipowners shall 
hear the cost of repatriating their own 
shipwrecked seamen, which hitherto has 
fallen upon the Mercantile Marine Fund. 
‘These two easements, if I may use that 
term, will reduce the additional charge 
upon the Exchequer to about £35,000 or 
£40,000 a year. Well, my Lords, so 
much for the first disadvantage of the 
present system and the remedy by which 
we propose to meet it. There are two 
other disadvantages on which I should like 
to say one word—disadvantages which 
are principally apparent when the point 
of view of those interested in shipping 
is considered. As the House probably 
knows, the present method of levying 
light dues is exceedingly cumbrous and 
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complex. Every merchant ship, foreign 
or British, loading or discharging cargo 
or part of cargo in any port inthe United 
Kingdom, pays dues in respect of every 
lighthouse from which it is assumed to 
ave derived advantage, or to be about 
to derive advantage, on the voyage, and 
these dues are very complicated by the 
fact that variations are introduced accord. 
ing to the nature of the voyage which the 
vessel undertakes. My Lords, the ob- 
vious result of that is that the ship- 
owners complain that they cannot verify 
the charges that are made, and that 
they are sometimes called upon to pay 
dues in respect of a lighthouse 150 miles 
from the course which their vessel has 
taken. Moreover, my Lords, it is asserted, 
and I believe there is good ground for 
the assertion, that the uncertainty con- 
nected with the expenses to which ship 
owners may be put in the payment of 
light dues often has the effect of deter- 
ring them from undertaking small enter- 
prises where the profit is uncertain, and 
consequently, therefore, trade and em- 
ployment are checked. In order to re 
move this complaint, my Lords, we pre 
pose in future that light dues shall be 
levied at a fixed rate per voyage in accor- 
dance with the tonnage of the vessel. 
The rates that have been decided upon 
are contained in the Second Schedule 
of this Bill, and the calculations on which 
they have been based have been made 
with the twofold object, firstly, of ob- 
taining a sufficient sum to maintain the 
lighthouse service and, if possible, to 
allow of a small annual surplus, and, 
secondly, with the object of disturbing as 
little as possible the existing ratios be 
tween the dues at present payable by 
the different classes of vessels. I do 
not wish to quote unnecessary figures, 
but I may, perhaps, be allowed to say 
that the yield of light dues under this 
new system is estimated at about 
£450,000 a year, which will be a reduc- 
tion upon the present amount of about 
one-fifth, and will be quite sufficient to 
maintain the lighthouse service. We 
propose also that there should be a 
maximum payment for every vessel, and 
that certain vessels, such, for instance, as 
fishing vessels, should be exempted alto- 
gether from the payment of light dues. 
But these, my Lords, are matters on 
which I do not think I need enter 
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to-night. I now come to the second objec- 
tion which is urged against the present 
system, an objection which is fully met 
by the provisions of this Bill. 
In fhe early part of my remarks I 
reminded the House that not one of the 
services charged on the Mercantile 
Marine Fund, with the exception of the 
lighthouse service, was self-supporting, 
and consequently large sums had been 
taken from the amounts collected as light 
dues to meet the deficiency ; but those 
who pay the light dues do not appreciate 
the excellence of this arrangement, which, 
of course, necessitates much larger pay- 
ments by shipowners than would be the 
case if the light dues merely went to 
maintain the lighthouse service. Both 
Mr. Courtney's Committee and the 
Board of Trade have had numerous repre- 
sentations from official bodies to the 
effect that it is not fair that services 
which are maintained for the good of the 
general community should be paid for 
almost entirely by dues levied from one 
special class and one particular industry. 
Whether that contention is sound or not, 
the point is fully met by the provisions 
of this Bill, for, by the breaking up of 
the Mercantile Marine Fund and the 
establishment of a general Lighthouse 
Fund, light dues will in future be merely 
devoted to the maintenance of the light- 
house service, and all the other services 
will be transferred to the Treasury. That 
is all I need say with regard to the Bill, 
so far as it deals with subjects inquired 
into by Mr. Courtnev’s Committee, but 
there is a further clause which has 
recently been added to it, in which an 
attempt is made by the Government-—an 
attempt which, I think, will receive the 
sympathy of the House—to check a con- 
siderable and a growing evil. IT mean 
the decrease in the number of British 
sailors carried in British merchant ships. 
Your Lordships may not be aware how 
great that decrease is; but, in order 
to give the House some idea of its ex- 
tent, I may say that of the total number 
of seamen carried in British ships on 
March 25th, 1896, in the rating of petty 
officers and seamen, nearly 30 per cent. 
were foreigners. A similar census was 
taken in 1891, and it appears that be- 
tween those two dates the number of 
British boys and sailors carried on Eng- 
lish ships had decreased by 6,750. More- 
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ever, my Lords, it is to be noticed that 
the decrease occurs principally among 
sailors under 25 years of age, whose num- 
bers were less in 1896 by nearly 4,000 
than in 1891. This falling off is, of 
course, a very serious matter—serious not 
only irom the point of view of the mer- 
cantile marine, but also from the point 
of view of national defence. The im- 
portance of our naval reserve is, I think, 
generally appreciated, and it would ob- 
viously be a serious disadvantage to us 
if the area from which that force is 
selected became considerably curtailed, 
because such a curtailment would not 
only imply that there might be a diffi- 
culty in obtaining sufficient men for the 
naval reserve, but it also implies that in 
time of war the mercantile marine, de 
prived of its men, might have to be 
manned to a large extent, and perhaps 
even to a preponderating extent, by 
foreign seamen. It has therefore been 
felt by the Government that if any 
reasonable means could be _ found 
for stimulating the employment of 
young men and boys upon 
English ships the opportunity should not 
be lost. We are assured that the real 
difficulty in this matter lies rather upon 
the side of the employers than on the 
side of the men. There is no apparent 
lack of boys who are ready to adopt a 
seafaring life, but shipowners are in- 
creasingly reluctant to take them, for 
the very simple reason that for the first 
year a boy is practically useless, and is a 
source rather of expense than of profit. 
We therefore propose, my Lords, to try 
and meet the difficulty by granting an 
allowance equal to one-fifth of the light 
dues to any British ship that will carry 
boys according to a certain scale, and 
under certain regulations, to be laid 
down by the Board of Trade; and I may 
add that one of these conditions is that 
the boys should have been enrolled in 
the naval reserve and should bind them- 
selves to come up for service when called 
upon to do so. My Lords, it may seem 
at first sight that the allowance which 
we propose to grant is an inadequate and 
trivial one, but it must be remembered 
that it holds good for three years. It is 
hoped, therefore, that it will have some 
effect in the direction desired, for, 
although a boy may be of little use during 
the first year of his apprenticeship, that 
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is not so during the second or the third 
year. Of course, my Lords, the proposal 
is only a tentative one, but I hope the 
House will agree that it is a step in the 
right direction. If it is supported by the 
shipowners, as we hope it will be sup- 
ported, I for one trust sincerely it may 
help to check the great and growing evil 
that I have referred to. I ask your Lord- 
ships to give this Bill a Second Reading. 


Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 


VAGRANCY ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
Lorp BELPER: My Lords, I beg to 
move that this Bill be read a third time. 


Question put. 


Motion agreed to. 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, I have two 
small Amendments to this Bill. The 
first is to leave out sub-section 4, which 
provides that any person charged with 
an offence under the Act, and the wife of 
any such person, shall be competent, but 
not compellable, to give evidence. The 
omission of that clause is necessary be- 
cause the point to which it refers is dealt 
with in the evidence in the Criminal 
Cases Bill. 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed te. 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, the next 
Amendment I have is to leave out clause 
2, which I now move. This clause pro- 
poses to repeal so much of section 10 of 
the Vagrancy Act, 1824, as authorises 
the punishment of whipping. The clause 
was inserted in the House of Commons, 
but since then the matter has been fur- 
ther considered, and the Government 
have come to the conclusion that it is not 
desirable to part with this power under 
this Bill. I may say that during the last 
five years there have only been seven 
cases where whipping has been resorted 
to under the powers of the Vagrancy Act, 
and in each of those cases the offences 
were of such a _ seriously indecent 
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character that I am sure your Lordships 
would not wish that the power should be 
parted with in such cases. 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp BELPER: I now move that the 
Bill do pass. 


Question put. 


Motion agreed to. 


BENEFICES (No. 2) BILL. 
Tue Earn or SELBORNE: My Lords, 
I beg to move that the two small 
Commons’ consequential Amendments be 
agreed to. 


Question put. 


Motion agreed to. 


CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE BILL. 

Read the second time (according to 
order); Committee negatived; and Bill 
to be read the third time To-morrow. 


TRUSTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of Burteien): My Lords, 
I beg to move the Second Reading of this 
Bill. The main object of the Bill is to 
give trustees the power of investing in 
loans issued by county councils. The 
power now exists to invest in the loans 
which town councils in Scotland may 
issue, and there seems no good reason 
why the same power should not be ex- 
tended to the loans issued by county 
councils. The reform is one which is 
generally desired by the county councils 
in Scotland. The Bill has been approved 
in another place, and I hope your Lord- 
ships will give it a Second Reading. 


Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 
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SEED SUPPLY AND POTATO SPRAYING 
(IRELAND) BILL. 

Tue Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
this Bill, in so far as it relates to the 
supply of seed potatoes, is similar to an 
Act which was passed in the year 1895, 
under the late Government, and another 
which was passed in 1890, by the then 
Conservative Government. The Bill itseit 
is for the purpose of legalising pro 
ceedings which have been taken, under 
the instruction of the Local Government 
Board in Ireland, by the guardians in 
purchasing for distribution seed potatoes 
and seed oats, in those districts where 
there is great poverty amongst the occu- 
piers; and it also provides for the pur- 
chase and the hiring out of machines and 
material for spraying potatoes, with the 
object of trying to combat the evils of 
the potato disease. The guardians are 
authorised to provide what I have men- 
tioned with 
Government Board and the Board of 
Works, and with the consent of the 
Treasury loans can be made to the guar- 
dians for the purpose. The guardians 
are authorised to sell seed and spraying 
machines to the occupiers, but they are 
limited to occupiers whose rateable value 
does not exceed the annual value of £15. 


the sanction of the Local | 
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other House without opposition, and will, 
it is hoped, be of material benefit to the 
people in the poorer parts of Ireland 
where they are not able to provide these 
things for themselves without assistance. 


Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 


KINGSTOWN HARBOUR ROADS 
TRANSFER BILL. 

Tue Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
this is a -Bill which has also passed 
through the other House of Parliament 
without any opposition. It is proposed 
by its means to carry into law ax agree 
ment for the transfer of certain roads 
and lands now vested in the Commis- 
| sioners of Kingstown Harbour to the Com- 
missioners of the township of Kingstown. 
The Bill also gives, by its Third Sche- 
dule, legal force to an agreement which 
has been made between the township 
Commissioners and the Dublin, Wicklow, 
and Wexford Railway Company for the 
transfer to the latter of some portions of 
the roads in question. It is considered 
advisable to transfer these roads to the 








Spraying machines are also allowed to be| railway company for the purpose of pro- 
let on hire, and there are limitations con-| viding station accommodation, which is 
cerning the amount of seed sold. There|necessary for the purposes of the Kings- 
are also regulations with regard to|town mail service. This Bill will finally 
making payments, and the spraying| settle some matters which have been the 
machines are only allowed to be sold for | subject of prolonged legal controversy. I 
cash on delivery. The amount due for|beg to move that the Bill be read a 
the articles sold by the guardians, and not | second time. 

paid for in cash, can be levied as part of 
the poor rate, where the occupier is rated 
to the poor rate, or in other cases by 
special rate. But where the article is 
paid for in cash. the guardians have power 
to allow an abatement of one-fifth, and 
in the case of spraying machines an 
abatement of one-tenth from the price, 
and any loss occasioned by such abate 
ment is to be paid out of the Irish Church 
Temporalities Fund. Provision is also 
to be made by the guardians for instruc- 
tors in the use of the spraying machines, 
and the Local Government Board is em- 
powered to make general rules and regu- 
lations for carrying out the Act. I hope 
your Lordships will give the Bill a Second 
Reading. It has passed through the 


Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 


INDIA OFFICE (STORE DEPOT) BILL. 

Amendment reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read the third time 
To-morrow. 


CIRCUIT CLERKS OF JUSTICIARY 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Read the third time (according to 
order), and passed. 








27 


Vaccination 


PRISONS BILL. 


Read the third time (according to 
order), and passed. 


VACCINATION BILL. 


On the Order for going into Committee 
on this Bill, 


*Tue Marquess or AILESBURY: My 
Lords, in pursuance of the Notice which 
I have placed upon the Paper, I rise to 
move— 


“That this House do resolve itself into the 
said Committee this day three months ;” 


and in doing so I should like to apologise 
for not being in my place on the occasion 
of the Second Reading, but I can assure 
your Lordships that that was due to no 
fault of mine. With all diffidence 1 ven- 
ture to urge that a contentious Measure 


of this description, which has been 
chopped and changed about at the 
eleventh hour, should not have been 


pushed through, as this has been, and 
brought up at the fag end of the Ses- 
sion. I consider that that is unfair to 
your Lordships’ House, and makes us, in 
other words, a mere registration society, 
and leaves us no time whatever to dis- 
cuss this Bill. The three reforms which 
are wanted, as regards vaccination, in my 
opinion, are: (1) lymph hospitals, as in 
Germany ; (2) no impure lymph, but to 
use the best vaccine matter that is pro- 
curable; (3) more latitude as regards 
age. Under this Bill there is an attempt 
to deal with this matter, but at the same 
time the Bill is badly drafted. It does 
not compel the local authorities to use 
the best lymph, but leaves them to use 
any lymph they think fit. Re-vaccina- 
tion is not touched upon nor alluded to, 
and it would certainly be a help to this 
House if we had the opinion of an expert 
like Lord Lister upon this subject. We, 
who have always been brought up in the 
school of compulsory vaccination, do not 
wish to see the good work which Dr. 
Jenner accomplished entirely flung away 


or certainly abrogated. It is not 
likely that the Imperial Parliament 
of Dr. Jenner's day would have 


granted him £10,000 one year and 
years 


£20,000 five afterwards if 
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and ineffective as its opponents aver. It 
is not only England, but all the nations 
of the world. have honoured his name in 
adopting vaccination, and the monument 
in Trafalgar Square is a proof of the 
homage, not of England only, but of the 
world at large, and it is not likely that 
we, Whose countryman he was, are going 
to see his good work put on one side 
when all the other nations of the world 
have honoured him. Before the days of 
raccination. from 10 to 14 per cent. of 
those attacked with small-pox died, and 
many the same age as myself will recol- 
lect some 20 or 30 years ago, how often 
we saw people marked on their faces with 
small-pox ; but you do not see that nowa- 
days, and why? Because we have made 
vaccination compulsory. It has been 
proved that out of 15,000 cases in the 
London small-pox hospital, while the un- 
vaccinated died at the rate of 37 per 
cent. the vaccinated died only at the rate 
of 6) per cent. In 1887 it was esti- 
mated that out of 750,000 infants vacci- 
nated, only 50 died of this disease. My 
Lords, you are well aware that we are 
still liable to epidemics in this country, 
as witness Sheffield, Middlesbrough 
and Gloucester city. The Report  pre- 
sented by the Government investigator as 
regards Sheftield. is— 


“Taking the whole population of Sheffield, 
only 155 of every 10,000 vaccinated persons 
were attacked, and only seven died. Out of 
the same proportion of unvaccinated persons, 
970 were attacked, and no less than 480 cases 
ended fatally. Taking the total of persons 
living in houses actually invaded by the small- 
pox, the number of vaccinated children under 
10 who were attacked was 78, and only one 
died. The unvaccinated patients of the same 
class amounted to no | ss than 860, with a 
fatal issue in 381 cases.” 

Those, my Lords, are striking figures. In 
1894 the increase of small-pox in London 
was distinctly attributed to the anti-vacci- 
nators. In Austrie and the United 
States small-pox is nearly stamped out. 
Why is that? Because they go in for 
compulsory vaccination, and I think we 
might, in that respect, take a leaf out of 
Uncle Sam’s book, and recognise how 
much they know of the good work accom- 
plished by Dr. Jenner. Perhaps it would 
not be out of place if I were to inquire 
of the noble Marquess the Secretary of 
State for War why it is that our soldiers 
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are re-vaccinated on going on foreign 
service? Why is that done? There is 
only one answer—because it is right. 
Furthermore, I believe that the school- 
masters in our National schools are 
obliged to be vaccinated, and if they 
were to state that they had conscientious 
scruples against it they would not be 
wllowed to be schoolmasters. And why, 
wry Lords, are Ireland and Scotland left 
out in the cold? This Bill is to remain 
in force for five years, and that seems 
to me to be a very strange thing; but it 
simply means that the Government will 
get over the next General Election, and 
you will not be troubled with faddists. 
There are other ways of killing a Kil- 
kenny cat without drowning it, ana I 
remember the answer given by a Mem- 
ber of the House of Commons to a depu- 
tation of anti-vaccinationists the day 
before the General Election. He said— 





“Gentlemen, if you will only vote for me 
to-morrow, you can all get the small-pox the 
day after.” 


That is the way to treat these people. 


If this conscience clause becomes law, I 
ask the Ministry what will become of 


Lord Beaconsfield’s dictum, “ Sanitas 
Sanitatis, omnia Sanitas”? You are 


kicking down the ladder that led you to 
glory. Do you mean to tell me that Lord 
Beaconsfield would have proposed a five 
years’ experiment involuntary vaccina- 
tion? It is enough to turn his dead body 
inthe grave. The slums of London, and 
of our great cities, would be too horrible 
to depict if you added to them the scourge 
of small-pox. It is the poorest of the 
poor in these congested districts who will 
suffer—some of those 50,000 families, 
cach family with only one room, and who 
are rack-rented besides, who will suffer. 
Where will the conscientious scruples 
come in when the bread-winners perish? 
The rich may go abroad, and even if he 
dies the Chancellor of the Exchequer may 
point to the increased death duties 
derived on account of the increased 
deaths; but if the bread-winner dies 
nothing is left but the poor-house, or, at 
best, outdoor relief. If this clause passes 
there will in future be an “open door 
policy,” as regards small-pox. There are 
no safeguards in this Bill; they are flung 
away to “martyrs”; but my contention 
is that the Government might have let 
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sleeping dogs lie until they had made up 
their minds one way or the other. The 
idea of endeavouring to make vaccination 
popular is abselute rubbish. Sanitary 
laws will never be popular with a certain 
section of the community. The Educa- 
tion Act never wilt be popular; but you 
have no hesitation avout taking money 
from the parents who will not send their 
children to schoo]. You cannot tell me 
that because hanging has not done away 
with murder, that that is a reason for 
abolishing hanging. There is no reason 
whatever why these pains and penalties 
should be done away with. The day will 
come, my Lords, when you will regret 
that you have ever passed this Bill, be. 
cause you may see a most fearful out- 
break of small-pox, of which you will 
have been unwittingly the cause. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: Al- 
though there are many reasons why your 
Lordships should defer going into Com- 
mittee, yet I think that the speech of the 
noble Lord who moved the Second Read- 
ing gave one very strong argument in 
favour of proceeding with the Bill, and’ 
that is, that without tms Bill beimg 
passed. arm to arm vaccination would 
continue, and that is the chief cause of 
the discredit into which vaccination has 
fallen; but no doubt some blame is due 
to the Royal Commission on Vaccination 
for not having reported earlier, and 
the Department responsible for the sub- 
ject should have brought it before Par- 
liament earlier. No doubt an enormous 
number of children have died through 
vaccination—arm to arm vaccination. 
According to evidence before the Royal 
Commission lymph had been taken from 
the child of a scrofulous mother. Some 
medical men who gave evidence before the 
Commission seemed to regard with great 
unconcern the fact that calf lymph pro- 
duces sore arms, and that is because they 
will not take it till the expiration 
of eight days, when as a matter of fact 
it ought to be taken at the end 
of five days, because the calf is a stronger 
animal than a baby; notwithstanding 
that, they continue the old formula. ‘The 
defect of the vaccination law has been that 
from being compulsory it has been cheap, 
and, being cheap, it has been nasty. 
I am _ forced to say that the 
noble Lord who promotes this 
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seems to have put too 


with glycerine. It was only yesterday 
that I saw a child six months old which 
had been treated with this new glyceri- 
nated lymph, and in five weeks he had 
not recovered from the effects of that 
vaccination. Its shoulders were full of 
marks of a very large size. There 
were three, but three seemed to be 
unnecessary. The parent of that child 
is a commissioned officer in the Guards 
and able to afford it every medical atten- 
tion procurable, and yet after five weeks 
it has not entirely recovered. In the evi- 
dence given before the Commission one 
doctor stated that he had vaccinated all 
his children within 24 hours of their birth. 
‘The speech of the noble Lord who moved 
the Second Reading was impressive, but 
it failed in one point; he gave no expla- 
nation of why clause 2 must be retained, 
the electioneering clause, which led to 
the loss of the Reading election, to 
the great satisfaction of both parties. 


Lorpv LISTER: Happily it is not 
mecessary to advocate the cause of 
vaccination. The great majority of 
the Members of the House of Com- 
mons—and, I trust, every Member 
of your Lordships’ House—are aware 
of the enormous benefits which vac- 
«ination confers. The only question 
is, what are the best means of promoting 
vaccination in the country! It is to be 
observed that if the Amendment to omit 
the clause is passed, the result will not 
be the passing of the Bill without the 
clause objected to. The Bill will inevit- 
ably be sent back to us from the 
Commons with that clause re-introduced, 
and the consequence will be that the 
Bill will be thrown out for the Session. 
Not only so, but I am given to under- 
stand that if this Bill, which is framed 
very much on the lines of the Report of 
the Royal Commission, is thrown out 
this year, it is not likely that the Govern- 
ment will introduce another Bill next Ses- 
sion dealing with the subject, and 
very probably not in the year after, nor 
perhaps for many years to come. There- 
fore what we have to consider is 
whether it is better for us to pass this 
Bill in the form in which it is sent to 
us from the Commons, or be content to 
let the subject of the administration of 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 
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much faith 
in the calf lymph which has been treated 


the vaccination laws remain in the posi- 
tion in which it is. After giving the 
subject the best consideration in my 
power, my impression is that it would be 
better to pass the Bill as it is sent to us 
than to have no Bill at all. If, after 
the long labours of the Commission, and 
the endeavours of the Government, 
nothing whatever were done by Parlia- 
ment in regard to vaccination, I think 
the result would be to cast discredit upon 
the whole subject. It is not as if the 
present compulsory system were working 
well. The appalling fact is that at the 
present time about one-third of all 
the infants born in England and 
Wales are not vaccinated. It is 


also true that nearly one-quarter 
of all the guardians throughout 
the country fail to put the vac- 


cination laws into operation. This is 
a highly unsatisfactory state of things, 
and it is undoubtedly the  re- 
sult of the anti-vaccination crusade. 
The anti-vaccinator has two weapons. 
One of these is the supposed. possible 
dangers of vaccination, and the other is 
the martyrdom which it is thought is 
endured by persons who are subjected to 
fines and imprisonment for disobeying a 
law which, rightly or wrongly, they be- 
lieve subjects their children to danger. 
Now, as regards the former of these 
weapons—the supposed dangers of vacci- 
nation—the glycerinated calf lymph will 
remove it. With arm to arm vaccination 
the danger does exist, though a very, 
very remote one, of introducing into a 
child the terrible contamination of 
syphilis. Now, this danger is absolutely 
done away with by the use of calf lymph, 
since syphilis cannot occur in the calf. 
Then, the introduction of tubercle by 
vaccination is equally prevented by the 
use of the new lymph. Tubercle can, 
indeed, affect the cow, and, though very 
rarely, the calf; but it has been found 
that if tubercle-bacilli are actuai.y 
mingled with the glycerinated lymph, in 
the course of a time far short of that at 
which the lymph would be issued for use 
the bacilli have lost their vitality. There 
remains the possible danger of communi- 
cating erysipelas. This cannot be done 
by the iymph as such, for the microbes 
which are the essence of erysipelas are as 
effectually disposed of by the glycerine as 
are the microbes of tubercle. but there 
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is the possibility of the communication 
of erysipelas to the incisions made :n 
vaccinating, just as there is the possi- 
bility of communicating it to any scratch 
or sore in a human being. That is a 
possibility, and it would undoubtedly be 
diminished by having the children vac- 
cinated at home, as is proposed in this 
Bill, instead of having them crowded to- 
gether at the vaccination stations. But I 
trust that before very long any possi- 
bility of the communication of erysipelas 
by subsequent contamination will be 
done away with. The medical officers of 
the Local Government Board have now 
under consideration what would be the 
best, simplest, and most effectual means 
of using antiseptic measures for the 
treatment of the scratches—measures 
which will be simple and efficacious froin 
the antiseptic point of view, and, on the 
other hand, not interfering with the efhi- 
cacy of the lymph. I feel certain that 
the thing can be done, In the medical 
journals papers have been published by 
gentlemen who show that they have used 
antiseptic measures with perfect success 
in regard to vaccination, When this is 
accomplished there will be absolutely ne 
objection to the vaccination of children 
on the ground of possible danger. But 
the conviction of the absolute safety of 
the process will take a long time to 
establish itself in the country. At the 
present time there is a deep-rooted idea, 
derived from the propaganda of the anti- 
vaccinationists, that serious danger 
exists; and it will take a long time 
before that idea is dissipated. The 
second weapon of the anti-vaccinationist 
—namely, the martyrdom of the honest 
objector—would, of course, be struck out 
of his hand at one stroke by the present 
Bill. It has been said that this con- 
science clause introduces a new and dan- 
gerous principle into our legislation. It 
may be so; but when I see that such a 
conscience clause was unanimously re- 
commended by the eminent men who 
constituted the Royal Commission, in- 
cluding so distinguished a lawyer as Lord 
Herschell, I feel that I am free to con- 
sider this proposal on its merits other- 
wise. What is likely to be the effect of 
the Bill if passed into law? On this 
point we find the utmost discordance of 
Opinion among medical men themselves. 
Some feel sure that the result will be an 
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enormous diminution of vaccination 
throughout the country, and a conse 
quent increase of small-pox. Other men 
of high position and large experience in 
sanitary matters are equally confident 
that the Bill would greatly increase the 
amount of vaccination, As to which of 
these opinions is really correct, I confess 
that I am hardly prepared to give an 
opinion. Those who hope for good from 
the passing of the Bill think that when 
the conscientious objector has been so 
amply provided for, the guardians who 
now object to enforce the vaccination law 
will not hesitate to prosecute persons 
who, from mere idleness, and without any 
real objections, neglect to have their chil- 
dren vaccinated, That this hope is not 
altogether without foundation we have 
a good illustration in a letter which 
appeared in the Z'tmes the day before 
yesterday from Sir Walter Foster. I 
will read to the House an extract from 
this letter— 


“In 1897 the Barton Regis Board of Guar- 
dians, in face of difficulties in enforcing the 
vaccination laws, adopted (of course, without 
legal sanction) the recommendation of the 
Royat Commission. They informed the parents 
who had not submitted their children for vac- 
cination that they (the guardians) would not 
proceed against them for default if a declara- 
tion of conscientious objection was made before 
a magistrate. In the Barton Regis Union in 
the last half of 1897 there was a population of 
over 200,000, and the number of births was 
2,944. The defaulting parents were 350, and 
the actual number of declarations 130. Major 
Rumsey, the ex-chairman of the board, writes 
me— 


“<The number of declarations, 130, bore 
about the same proportion to the defaulters as 
the prosecutions under the Vaccination Acts 
did prior to the form of statutory declara- 
tion being adopted. The Barton Regis Guar- 
dians (44) were nearly equally divided in 
opinion upon the vaccination question, but 
from the time of the adoption of the declara- 
tion the anti-vaccinationists offered no objec- 
tion to the prosecution of those who did not 
furnish a declaration, and a most disturbing 
element to the harmonious working of the 
board was removed. I may add that, had not 
the statutory declaration been adopted, a reso- 
lution would have been passed refusing to 
order prosecutions, and so the whole 350 would 
have escaped vaccination in place of the 130 
referred to, the remaining 220 having no objeo- 
tion to vaccination, but being simply negligent 
or careless, and requiring pressure.’” 


n other words, the announcement of 


the remission of penalties for those who 
made a declaration of conscientious 
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objection, together with the threat of 
their enforcement for others, induced 
nearly two-thirds of the whole number of 
defaulting parents to submit their chil- 
dren to vaccination. So far as one case 
can go, this seems to me most encourag- 
ing. It is to be observed that this Bill by 
no means entirely does away with compul- 
sion, though it is commonly spoken of as 
if it did so. Those parents who refuse to 
make a declaration of conscientious 
objection before the magistrate may be 
fined or imprisoned as under the existing 
law for not having their children vacci- 
nated; but, beyond that, the fact that 
the parent is obliged to appear before 
the justices is a mild.form of compulsion. 
It gives the parent trouble, and it will 
be a question with him whether it is 
more trouble to go before the magistrates 
or to have his child vaccinated under 
the very much less troublesome form 
provided under this Bill—namely, having 


it done ky the vaccinator at the 
man’s own house. If it turns out 
‘that the results are not so. satis 


factory, as regards the behaviour of the 
guardians, as may be hoped, it would be 
easy by a simple Bill to arrange 
that the administration of the vaccinw 
tion laws should be transferred from the 
guardians to the sanitary authorities, or, 
at any rate, to arrange that the vaccina- 
tion officers shall have the expenses of 
prosecution, which are now refused by the 
guardians, paid to them either through 
compulsion of the guardians or by the 
State. Therefore. I must confess that 
I am disposed to be hopeful as regards 
the effect the Bill in its present form 1s 
likely to have. But there is one serious 
omission from the Bill, and that is that 
it neglects to deal with revaccination. It 
is @ matter of bitter disappointment to 
the medical profession of this country 
that revaccination is not dealt with by 
the Bill. The immense value of revacci- 
nation has been shown by the splendid 
results obtained from it in Germany, in 
the Army, and more recently throughout 
the population. The value of revaccina- 
tion is also indicated by the figures quoted 
by the Commission, as to its effects in 
diminishing death from small-pox in our 
Army and Navy and Postal Service. The 
immunity of nurses in our small-pox 
hospitals, who are always revaccinated 
before admission as nurses, is another 


Lord Lister. 
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most striking proof of the efficacy of re- 
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vaccination. The Royal College of Phy- 
sicians have lately made the following 
declaration— 


“The Royal College of Physicians, having 
learnt that certain changes are likely to be 
made in the laws relating to vaccination, think 
it their duty to reiterate their conviction that 
vaccination, properly performed and duly re- 
peated, is the only known preventive of small- 
pox.” 


In the 7imes this morning there is pub- 
lished a declaration of the Royal College 
of Surgeons, in which the following pas- 
sage occurs— 

“We are, moreover, firmly convinced that 
revaccination is an additional safeguard, and 
should be universally practised.” 


It is true that several members of the 


Commission considered that  com- 
pulsory revaccination was 80 sur- 
rounded with difficulties that they 
were not able to recommend it. 


But two of the most influential members 
of the Commission, Sir William Guyer 
Hunter and Mr. Jonathan Hutchinson, 
thought that in spite of those difficulties 
revaccination ought to be made compul- 
sory. And those Commissioners who 
were of the opposite opinion made this 
significant declaration :— 


“ Again, it is impossible to leave out of sight 
the effect that such an extension of the present 
compulsory law might have in intensifying hos 
tility where it at present exists, and even in 
extending its area, though, if our recommenda- 
tions, especially that which exempts from 
penalty those who honestly object to the prao 
tice. were adopted, this objection would be 
much diminished.” 


In the present temper of the House of 
Commons and of the country, it would 
indeed be hopeless to attempt to intro 
duce compulsory revaccination on the 
lines on which infant vaccination is now 
compulsory. But the conscience clause of 
the present Bill opens the door for very 
valuable legislation on this subject. It 
cculd be arranged, with a little assistance 
from the Education Department, that 
every master or mistress of a school 
where children of the age of 10 
attend, should keep a list of the names 
and addresses of those who had reached 
that age. Then the vaccinator could look 
in from time to time, at whatever periods 
is might be thought desirable, to se 
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from the mere inspection of the arms of 
the children, which of them had not beeu 
recently vaccinated, and the parents «f 
these would be dealt with as this Bill 
proposes to deal with parents who have 
neglected to have their infants vacci- 
nated, including the offer of doing the 
operation at home. This would ensure 
the revaccination of the vast bulk of the 
population, except the children of the 
so-called conscientious objectors, who, 
under the new system, would, I hope, 
be a weapidly diminishing quantity. 
Another effect of this arrangement 
would be that many children who 
had not been’ vaccinated in in- 
fancy would be dealt with at the age of 
10. Personally, I should like if the Biil 
could be withdrawn this year and 
brought in again next year with this 
question of revaccination attended to, and 
also some other matters which the Com- 
mission recommended, but which are not 
dealt with in this Bill. But I fear that 
is a hopeless suggestion. However, ss 
regards revaccination, the members of 
the Government who have _ been 
approached on the subject have given 
us good reason to hope that a Bill deal- 
ing with revaccination may be brought 
in next Session. Such a Bill would, I 
think, be sure to pass the Honse of 
Commons, the great majority of which. 
however they may differ on other ques- 
tions, are at one as regards the im- 
portance of revaccination. The medical 
Members of Parliament are certainly xt 
one on this point. The Bill would ther.- 
fore readilv pass, and by introducing 11 
the Government would do untold benefit 
to the community. The confident hope 
that the Government will see their way 
to take this course next Session makes 
me the more readily acquiesce in what 
I confess is a tremendous experiment 


Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH: I only 
wish to appeal to my noble Friend who 
has brought forward a Motion this even- 
ing which I very.much regret. He objected 
very strongly to the conscientious objec:or, 
The Bill contains, in my opinion, and in, 
the opinion of many others, most valuable 
provisions, and I would suggest to him 
whether he could find it consistent with 
his own views to agree to allow the Bill 
to go into Committee, and then, in Com- 
mittee, to direct his attention to those 
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clauses which have 
totally novel procedure—-the conscien- 
tious objector. That will expedite the 
course cf the Debate. I do not entirely 
share the views of the noble Lord wno 
has just spoken, for, rather than have a 
Bill of this sort with such a provision 
in it, I would vote against it altogether. 
If my noble Friend will agree to withdraw 
his opposition at this stage it will greatly 
simplify matters, for those of us who 
could not vote to delay the Bill going 
into Committee might, in Committee, 
find some common ground on which we: 
could vote. 


introduced this 


*Lorp HARRIS: I trust that your Lord- 
ships will allow the House to go into 
Committee on this Bill. I need hardly 
remind your Lordships that you passed 
the Second Reading unanimously the 
other day, and in the speech of Lora 
Lister, who spoke with so much authority 
on this subject, the noble Lord gave 1% 
as his opinion that the Bill was a very 
great change indeed, and that on that 
account he would prefer to have it as 
it was to having none at all. I think 
it is hardly necessary for me to repeat 
any of the arguments that I used the 
other day at considerable length to in- 
duce your Lordships to allow the House 
to go into Committee ; but there are one 
or two points which the noble Lord deait 
with as regards revaccination that per- 
haps I should just allude to. The noble 
Lord indicated that he had already ap- 
proached members of the Government, 
and had been encouraged to hope that 
the Government would consider the pos- 
sibility of introducing a Bill next year 
with the object of encouraging revaccin:- 
tion. If the noble Lord had not in- 
dicated that fact I had authority to say 
so myself. It is, of course, quite im- 
possible to attempt to introduce the 
principle this year, but the Government 
are prepared to consider during the recess 
whether it would not be possible to bring 
in a Bill next year to encourage revac- 
cination. Under all these circumstances 
I trust your Lordships will allow the 
House to go into Committee. 


Question put. 


Amendment negatived. - 
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House resolved itself into Committee 
on the Bill. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morey) in the Chair. 


Cuavse 1. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Page 1, leave out from ‘repealed,’ in 


line 11, to the end of sub-section (1).”.—/ Lord 
Harris.) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 1, line 28, leave out ‘that.’ —(Lord 
Harris. ) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 1, line 29, after ‘vaccinated,’ insert 
“and in that case shall give a certificate, under 
section eighteen of the Vaccination Act of 
1867, of posponement of vaccination, and shall 
forthwith give notice of any such certiticate 
to the medical officer of health for the dis- 
trict.””—(Lord Harris.) 


Question put. 


Tue Eartor CAMPERDOWN : Instead 
of the word “that” in the third line of 
the fourth sub-section, should it not be 


ra } 


*Lorp HARRIS: It is in 
in the first line. 


already 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN : I only 


want the noble Lord to satisfy himself. 


*Lorp HARRIS: This isto secure that 
no interference with the parent shail 
take place in consequence of the post- 
yenenent having been granted owing to 
unhealthy conditions in the child. It is 
entirely in the parents’ advantage. 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 2, leave out sub-section (5), and 
insert as a new sub-section— 


“Notwithstanding any regulation of any lying. 
in hospital or infirmary, or other similar insti- 
tution, the parent of any child born in any 
institution shall not be compelled under such 
regulation or otherwise to cause or permit 
the child to be vaccinated at any time earlier 
than the expiration of six months from its 
birth.’"—(Zord Harris.) 


Lorp HARRIS: This is an outcome of 
the Report of the Royal Commission. !t 
was found that in some cases children 
were vaccinated at an unduly early age 
owing to the regulations of institutions 
or hospitals, and it was recommended 
that this provision should be included in 
future legislation. 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to, 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That clause 1, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Agreed to. 


CiavsE 2. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Page 2, line 10, after ‘justices,’ insert ‘or 
a stipendiary or metropolitan police miagis- 


trate.’ "—(Lord Harris.) 


*Lorp HARRIS: This Amendment is 
to make provision for such places where 
there are no justices or petty sessions. 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 





Amendment proposed 


“Page 2, line 13, after ‘justices,’ insert 
‘or magistrate.’”—(Lord Harris.) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Page 2, at the end of the clause, insert 
as a new sub-section— 


“(2) This section shall come into operation 
on the passing of this Act, but in its applica- 
tion to a child born before the passing of this 
Act there should be substituted for the period 
of four months from the birth of the child 
the period of four months from the passing of 
this Act.”"—(Lord Harris.) 


*Lorp HARRIS: If the Act had been 
passed as introduced there would have 
been a considerable number of children 
bern either before the passing of the Act 
er before the Ist January, when the Act 
comes into force, whose parents would 
not have had the benefit of the con- 
science clause, and it is with the object 
of securing them from the penalties of 
non-compliance with the law that this 
sub-section is proposed. It enables the 
parent of any child born before the pass- 
ing of the Act or within four months of 
the Ist January to have the advantage 
of the conscience clause. 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That clause 2, as amended, stand part 
of the Bill.” 


THe Earn or FEVERSHAM: ‘The 
roble Lord who moved the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill called it an experimental 
Measure, and I must say that if the prin- 
ciple of the experiment is to be applied 
to the health of the people it is possible 
that it will be not only experimental, but 
fatal, and reminds me of what Lord 
Derby once said—that it is a leap in the 
dark. We do not know what may be 
the effect of this Measure, but we do 
know that we are making a very weighty 
change in the law, and what has been 
compulsory up to the present time is to 
be permissive. The noble Lord who 
moved the Second Reading made a great 
deal of the Report of the Royal Commis- 
sion, but he did not tell us that when that 
Royal Commission made the recommen- 
dations which they did they coupled them 
with other proposals which are not con- 
tained in this Bill, and I believe at the 
time that the Royal Commission inad 
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the Report to which Lord Lister referred 
us glycerinated calf lymph had not been 
discovered—at any rate, it had not becn 
much used—and a great deal of the 
argument which the noble Lord used went 
to show what wonderful effect glyceri- 
nated calf lymph had in destroying the 
germs of other diseases, and therefore 
obviating the great danger of arm to arm 
vaccination; but all that he said in 
favour of the adoption of the new lymph 
was very much an argument in support 
of the views of those objectors who would 
very likely change their opinions under 
this new system. I want to know why 
the conscientious objector—a small ‘ni- 
nority of the population—is to be placed 
in opposition to the general well-being 
of the country. Are not the conscien- 
tious objections of the majority to be 
considered! Why are we to be exposed 
to the introduction of this dreadful 
disease of small-pox because there are a 
few violent and ignorant people who, 
believing the agitators, are carried away 
with them? This clause, we know, was 
no part of the Bill as brought in by 
the Government. We also know that the 
opinions of some of the members of the 
Government with regard to this particu- 
lar clause are very much against it. 
Only last Saturday, on the Third Read- 
ing of the Bill in the other House, 
what did my right honourable Friend the 
President of the Local Government Board 
say! He said that if he were right in 
his apprehension, namely, that an in- 
creased number of children would not 
be vaccinated, he was afraid that what 
would happen would be that there would 
be a certain number of epidemics in the 
country. There are a certain number 
of epidemics in the country already. He 
meani, no doubt, that the number cf 
epidemics would be greatly increased. 
What did the learned Solicitor General 
say upon the subject when the Bill was 
in Committee /— 





“Tf the conscientious objection is per- 
mitted, what will be the result? Those 
who have worked the agitation against 
vaccination would make haste to lead 
an excited people to violent declarations. The 
Committee must look to the interests of the 
child, which ought not to be exposed to the 
terrible disease of small-pox simply because 
the parents have a conscientious objection 
to its being vaccinated.” 
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Vaccination 
The rescluticns passed at a meeting of 
the Council of the Royal College of Sur- 
geons of England on August 2nd, 1898, 
have not been read to the House. I think 


it would be advisable that I should read 
them. They are as follows— 


“That in view of the proposed alterations 
in the laws relating to vaccination now con- 
templated in the Bill before Parliament, the 
council do reaffirm the following resolution 
adopted by them and forwarded to the Royal 
Commission on Vaccination on 11th May, 1893, 
namely— 


“*We, the Council of the Royal College of 
Surgeons of England, desire to put on record 
at the present time our opinion of the value 
of vaccination as a protection against small- 
pox. 

“*We consider the evidence in favour of its 
life-saving power to be overwhelming, and we 
believe, from evidence equally strong, that 
the dangers incidental to the operation, when 
properly performed, are infinitesimal. 

“*Experience has satisfied us that, even 
when vaccination fails to afford complete ex- 
emption from small-pox, it so modifies the 
severity of the disease as not only to greatly 
reduce its mortality, but to lessen the fre- 
quency of blindness, disfigurement, and other 
grave injuries, 

“*We should therefore regard as a national 
calamity any alteration in the law which now 
makes vaccination compulsory. 

“*We are, moreover, firmly convinced that 
re-vaccination is an additional safeguard, and 
should be universally practised. 

“*We should add that we believe that the 
instructions of the Local Government Board 
for public vaccinators are well designed to 
secure the greatest efficiency in vaccination, 
and to avoid the liability to risks from the 
operation.’ ” 


Now, my Lords, that is a remarkable 
statement from the College of Surgeons, 
and one that I think will be rather diffi- 


{LORDS} 





Bill. 44 


portant the duties are in regard to sani- 
tation, and the promotion and preserva- 
tion of the health of the people. Great 
improvements have been made with re. 
gard to drainage, with regard to the 
supply of pure water, and with regard 
to the renovation of dwelling-houses, and 
all with the object of maintaining and 
promoting the health of the people, 
Many of these works have been costly, 
and have been thrown upon the rates, 
At a time when vast sums of money 
have been and are being expended on im- 
provements of this kind, and in other 
directions which tend to promote and 
preserve the health of the people, is it 
right that we should have a law passed 
which shall, from time to time, expose 
us to the danger of the inroads of this 
fell disease, and entirely undo all the 
good we have been trying to do? For 
these reasons, and for some others with 
which I will not trouble your Lordships, 
I beg to move the omission of the clause. 


Lorp ALDENHAM: My Lords, with 


your Lordships’ permission, I should 


| like to make a few observations with re 


gard to what has been said in regard to 
this Bill. I desire to support my noble 
Friend who has just moved the rejection 
of the clause. I listened with very great 
attention, on the Second Reading of this 
Bill, to the able, and I may say con- 
vincing, statement of the noble Lord be 
neath me [Lord Harris]. ‘vho has charge 
of the Bill. I say it was convincing, be 
cause it would, I think, convince anybody 
of the merits of the main features of the 
first clause of the Bill; but when we come 
to the clause which we are now discus+ 





cult for your Lordships to get over, I 
should like to ask the noble Lord who 
moved the Second Reading of this Bill 
whether he can quote the opinion of any 
medical body in this country, or in Ire 
land or Scotland, who have expressed 
themselves in favour of making this 
Measure permissive. I maintain that 
under this clause, if carried, there is no 
security that any single child in the 
country will be vaccinated. Many of 
your Lordships are engaged during a 
great part of the year in the administra- 
tion of local affairs, and, during the last 
few years, anyone who has taken part in 
the work of boards of guardians or dis- 
trict councils must know how very im- 


Earl of Feversham. 


ing, we find that the conscientious objec 
tor is himself most objectionable. I 
cannot but ask, in the first place, why 
are we to be so careful here of the con- 
scientious objector, when we take no note 
of him at all in another part of our 
dominions? There are conscientious 
objectors in India also, to whom we pay 
no attention at all, although their objec- 
tions, dangerous as we feel them to be, 
are really conscientious—that is to say, 
they are bound up with the religion of 
the people who object; but we treat 
them as we feel bound to treat them— 
with due regard to the health and secu- 
rity to the people at large. I fear we 
are not doing that here. Nobody knows 
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better than the noble Lord what those 
objections are, the difficulty that has 
been experienced, and how that diffi- 
culty has been surmounted ; but here we 
allow the conscientious objector to stand 
in the way of the passage of this Bill, 
which contains many valuable and useful 
provisions. It seems to me that the two 
clauses—that is to say, the first clause 
and the second clause—do not hang to- 
gether at all, because if, as we learn, and 
are inclined to believe, the use of gly- 
cerinated calf lymph and the domiciliary 
visit, instead of the child being carried 
to the vaccinator, will really suffice to do 
away with the real objections, whatever 
real objections there are to vaccination, 
why, indeed, should we choose this parti- 
cular time, when the law is being altered 
in favour of the children who have to be 
vaccinated, to bow down before these 
people, who are in some cases them- 
selves convinced, but who are mainly, I 
believe, the prey of others who are press- 
ing this upon them, and inducing them to 
make their objections? We are told, and 
we are told from several quarters, that 
if we in this House do not pass the clause 
the House of Commons will drop the Bill. 
Now, my Lords, I really cannot, without 
better certainty—and I know no better 
certainty than that of sending it to them 
to see—believe that the House of Com- 
mons, who carried the Bill to a certain 
point without this clause, would do any- 
thing of the kind. Seeing that the Com- 
mons themselves only inserted the clause 
at the last moment, 1 do not think, if 
it were now omitted, they would decline 
to proceed with a Measure which they 
regarded as beneficial. Where do we see 
the demand for this conscience clause? 
I do not think anybody has produced 
any evidence of such a demand. Is the 
demand outside Parliament, or is the 
demand in Parliament? We have 
seen nothing outside Parliament to indi- 
cate that the majority of the people, or 
any large body of people, desire such a 
permissive clause. The noble Lord spoke 
of maternal solicitude. I take leave to 
think that maternal solicitude is very 
much more employed in desiring the 
vaccination of the children than in con- 
sidering the particular quality of the 
Ivmph, or how vaccination is performed. 
We have heard about the medical pro- 
fession. We have been told by a great 








{4 Avaust 1898} Bill. 46 


authority—the greatest authority—that 
the medical profession almost universally 
object to this clause being added. Even 
the noble Lord beneath me [Lord Harris] 
says that he cannot speak with any posi- 
tive certainty as to whether this clause 
will be productive of good or productive 
of evil. That being so, | think this 1s too 
experimental a clause for your Lordships 
to accept. If, indeed, the noble Lord 
had said, “I am satisfied; I believe the 
advantage of this clause will be so great 
that it will result in a great decrease in 
the number of objections to vaccination, 
and in a very great increase in the num- 
ber of children vaccinated "—if the noble 
Lord had been able to say that it might 
alter my opinion, but I suspect that the 
real supporters of this clause are not 
those who desire vaccination at all, but 
those who object, for fanciful reasons, or 
for what they consider scientific reasons, 
to vaccination. If they have their own 
way, I suppose we shall come to the time 
that Sidney Smith spoke of as a thing 
absolutely impossible, when he coupled 
with many other ludicrous impossibilities 
the thought “that the world will return 
again under the influence of the small- 
pox.” I want to know where we are to 
stop if we once yield to the conscientious 
objector. We have conscientious objec- 
tors on all manner of questions. There 
are the “ Peculiar People,” whose objec- 
tion includes the whole medical profes- 
sion. They refuse to permit their child 
to see a doctor if it is ill, or a doctor to 
see the child. They risk the lives of their 
children. But here the conscientious 
objector is risking, not the life of his own 
child, but the lives of children throughout 
the whole of the country. There are 
other conscientious objectors who object 
to all sanitary reform. Why are we not 
to listen to their objection? All sanitary 
laws are objectionable, more or less. I 
object myself to the influx of barbarians 
into my house to pull up my drains, to 
see, not what is the matter, but to see 
if anything is wrong. I strongly object 
to that, but I do not propose to come to 
Parliament for relief. I remember—and 
I daresay your Lordships wi!l also remem- 
ber—what Canning said on the subject. 


He said— 


“We do not subscribe to the opinion that 
a sincere ccnviction of the truth of no matter 
what principle is a sufficient defence for no 
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matter what action; and that the only busi- 
ness of moral inquiry with human conduct is 
to ascertain that in each case the principle 
and the action agree. We have not yet per- 
suaded ourselves to think it a sound or a safe 
doctrine that every man who can divest him- 
self of a moral sense in theory has a right to 
be with impunity and without disguise. a 
scoundrel in practice. It is not in our creed 
that Atheism is as good a faith as Chris- 
tianity, provided it be professed with equal 
sincerity ; nor could we admit it as an excuse 
for murder, that the murderer was, in his own 
mind, conscientiously persuaded that the mur- 
dered might for many good reasons be better 
out of the way.” 


Vaccination 


This is not a case of murder, but I fear 
very much it is a case of promoting 
disease and death. For murder you must 
have a particular person to be murdered. 
This is more general—it proposes to 
murder us all. Canning speaks of con- 
scientious objection. What is conscien- 
tious objection in this case? I could 
understand conscientious objection to 
something which goes against one’s reli- 
gion or morality, but it does not go 
against religion or morality to say that 
every individual in this country must 
obey the law which is passed for the 
safety of the rest. Now. with regard to 
this conscientious objection, how are we 
to decide that there is a conscientious 
objection? We are told that there is a 
great agitation in the country on this 
matter, and that the passing of this 
clause with do away with the agitation. 
Will it? I very much doubt it, my 
Lords. There is this conscientious 
objection to be dealt with. The 
objection is to be declared before 
@ justice of the peace. Now, let 
us suppose that in Leicester or North- 
ampton the unhappy justices of the peace, 
after considering the matter carefully, 
decide that the objection cannot be sus- 
tained ; is it not to be believed that there 
will arise a new and yet more formidable 
agitation against the justices and against 
Parliament, too? An old friend of mine 
said to me the other day— 


“Why trouble yourselves about this? We 
ean all protect ourselves, we can all be vac- 
cinated and have our children vaccinated. 
What signifies it if others do not?” 

I do not think it is the duty of Parlia- 
ment to protect themselves. I think the 
duty of Parliament is to look after tha 
health, the happiness, and the comfort of 
Lord Aldenham. 
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all the people in this country, who would, 
I think, by the passing of this clause, bs 
imperilled by the possible introduction 
of this frightful and fearful disease into 
their homes. Therefore, my Lords, I bez 
to support the Amendment of my noble 
Friend. 


Lorp HARRIS: Perhaps it will be con- 
venient if I reply to the two speeches 
that have been already delivered. There 
have been so many subjects touched. 
upon in those two speeches thatI would 
ask your Lordships’ leave to deal with 
them at once. I must be permitted to 
complain that when the noble Lord [the 
Earl of Feversham] quoted the righi 
honourable Gentleman the President of 
the Local Government Board he did not 
complete the whole quotation. He quoted 
one-half of what Mr. Chaplin said in the 
House of Commons as to possible risk in 
the future—as to possible outbreak—but 
he omitted the latter part, which is 
equally important. As I told your Lord- 
ships the other night, the whole of my 
case rests upon the Report of the Royal 
Commission. I am no expert to advise, 
or prophet to foretell, but when my nobie 
Friend asks what is to happen when the 
whole community will run the risk of 
small-pox because thousands of children 
remain unvaccinated, I would say there 
is the risk now, for thousands of children 
do go unvaccinated. And to the ques- 
tion whether the risk will be greater in 
the future, I reply by reference to the 
Royal Commission. I prefer to accept 
the opinion of a body of that kind, 
appointed for a particular purpose, sit- 
ting for many years considering this ques- 
tion from every point of view, and, after 
hearing all available evidence, coming to 
a deliberate conclusion—I prefer to 
accept the opinion of that body to run- 
ning the risk of losing the Bill. Thera 
are many noble Lords in the House to- 
night who were not here when I spoke 
the other evening, and I must take the 
liberty of reminding them that the Royal 
Commission was a body of the most able 
men, including within its number five or 
six medical men of the highest possible 
position, and that, after sitting for seven 
years, they came to the conclusion that 
it was wise, having regard to the cireum- 
stances that face us in this coumtry— 
the circumstances of obstruction, and 
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that there are a number of children not 
being vaccinated at the present moment 
—to pass an Amendment of the Vacci- 
nation law practically identical with the 
proposal in the Bill; and I think he 
would be a bold man who would rely on 
his own belief in opposition to such a 
deliberate opinion. 


Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH: Why ‘s 
this clause to cease in 1904 if it is of such 
great importance } 


Lorp HARRIS: It was a recommenda- 
tion of the Royal Commission that it 
should be experimental, I was asked by 
the noble Earl, the Earl of Feversham, 
whether I could quote any medical 
authority in favour of the Bill, and he 
referred to the Resolution of the Royal 
College of Surgeons which appeared in 
the papers this morning. Well, that is 
® very remarkable Resolution, and I| 
should like to call your Lordships’ atten- | 





tion to one or two points in connection | 
with it. This Bill in its present forra | 
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character re-affirming their confidence in 
vaccination, but saying neither “aye” 
nor “nay to the Bill itself. That is, L 
think, a not unfair response to the ques- 
tion of the noble Earl. 


THe Eart or FEVERSHAM: That 


is not an opinion in favour of this clause. 


Lorp HARRIS: Another question was 
put to me—where is the demand for this 
clause! I think I must keep harping 
on the Royal Commission. The Royal 
Commission expressed the opinion that 
a clause of this kind should be put in,, 
believing that it would have the effect: 
of encouraging people to have their chil- 
dren vaccinated. Let me just say one 
word about the clause itself. I think TI 
can put it to your Lordships in a fairly 
practical way. There are three classes: 
of parents. There are, in the first place, 
the objectors—you may call them con- 
scientious ovjectors or honest objectors,. 
but they are, at any rate, determined 
and resolute objectors. The second class. 


has been before the country for a con-| are the well-disposed persons who believe 
siderable time, and somehow or other the | in vaccination, and have their children 


College of Surgeons has not thought it| Vaccinated. 


necessary until the last moment wo 
advise Parliament, or the country, or the 
President of the Local Government 
Board what its opinions were, or what 
this Resolution was which it passed some 
seven or eight years ago. This Resolu- 
tion was presented to the Royal Commis- 
sion in 1893, and will be found on page 
778 embedded in the sixth of the 13 
bulky volumes of evidence. It, in fact, 
took a little trouble to find. Curiously 
enough, the Royal Commission do not 
appear to have taken much _ notice 
of the Resolution. They do not mention 
it in their Report, and the Resolution 
practically remained unnoticed until it 
was re-affirmed on August 2nd. Al- 
though this indignity was cast upon the 
College of Surgeons, they made no pro- 
test at the time; and it is only at the 
very last moment that the attention of 
Parliament has been called to the opinion 
of the Royal College of Surgeons ex- 
pressed years ago. As regards the ques- 
tion of the noble Earl, I have to sav that 
some weeks ago, after the Bill had been 
before the House of Commons some time, 
the Royal College of Physicians passed 
a resolution of a somewhat academic 


And there is the third class, 
who may be described as negligent or 
lazy. Well, my Lords, as regards the 
resolute objector, it does not matter what. 
you do in the way of legislation, the chil- 
dren of these parents will not be vac- 
cinated. It does not matcer what steps 
you take, whether the boards of guar- 
dians do prosecute or, if they do not 
prosecute, whether you endeavour, which, 
I imagine, Parliament would scarcely 
attempt, to force the boards of guardians 
into carrying out this law. Whatever 
efforts you made, I am perfectly certain 
you would find that the resolute objector 
will remain resolute to the end, and his 
children will not be vaccinated. There- 
fore the conscience clause does not 
touch him. No harm is done, so far as 
he is concerned, by the introduction of 
the conscience clause. In the second 
place, in the case of the well-disposed 
person, this Bill makes it more easy for 
him to show his good disposition, because 
the operator comes to his house and 
operates on his child there. Therefore 
the conscience clause need not affect him. 
I now come to the other class—the large 
class—of lazy, indifferent parents. Under 
the present law they are put to a great 
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They have to go, pos- 


sibly in inclement weather, and possibly 
a long distance, to the vaccination 
station. Under the Bill, as we have in- 


troduced it, the lazy person is actually 
saved trouble, because the doctor comes 
to his house and vaccinates his child 
there; whereas, if he wants to become a 
conscientious objector, he has to walk a 
greater or less distance in order to con- 
vince two magistrates that he is a con- 
scientious objector. I suggest that, with- 
out attempting to prophesy, we are justi- 
fied, upon the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission, and upon a practical view of the 
matter, in hoping that the effect of the 
Bill will be to induce people to have their 
children vaccinated rather than, as some 
of your Lordships seem to fear, to in- 
crease the number of unvaccinated chil- 
dren. 


*Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, I rise 
only to contirm what has been said by 
Lord Aldenham with regard to India. Ex- 
perience has shown us that, where restric- 
tions imposed with a view of securing 
and safeguarding the public health have 
been relaxed, there has been a perse- 
vering and generally successful insistence 
on the extension of that re'axation to 
India and the Colonies, which are still 
legislated for at home. Now, if that 
were done in the present case, you will 
find, in India at all events, a vast body. 
not of merely nominal, but of really and 
truly conscientious objectors to vaccina- 
tion, and the practice of vaccination will 
be seriously endangered. The Ma- 
homedan subjects of Her Majesty, speak- 
ing generally, all entertain a real and 
conscientious objection to vaccination: 
and an eminent Moslem gentleman, him- 
self a strong believer in vaccination and 
fully aware of its benefits, once came to 
me when I had the honour of governing 
the great tuastern Colony which I iatelyv 
served in, and implored me, whatever I 
did, not to depart from the compulsory 
element, and for this reason—they knew, 
he said, the benefits of the practice, and 
they were willing to accept compulsion, 
which gave them the excuse that they 
acted under force, but if it were left 
optional they would all be obliged to 
object to it. I myself read to-day, 
in the TZimes newspaper, a letter 


from a gentleman who signed him- 
Lord Harris. 
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self “One of the Commissioners,” 
in which he stated that the clause, 
as it now stands in the Bill, is 


not such a clause as was recommended 
by the Commission. Of course, he does 
not sign his name, but I have no doubt 
whatever that he will be very glad to 
disclose his name if it is necessary. 


*Lorp HARRIS: I saw that letter, but 
I am bound to say that I have been 
unable to find, in the Report of the Royal 
Commission, anything which distinctly 
suggests that that encouragement of the 
family doctor should go hand in hand 
with the other recommendations of the 
Royal Commission. It is very difficult to 
find it in the Royal Commission. It is 
not indexed, and I have not been able to 
find it. But is it not a little straining of 
the question to talk about the family 
doctor in the case of a number of poor 
people? There may be a doctor of the 
union, whom they know, bui I should 
hardly call him the family practitioner, 
and I do not think that the suggestion 
which is put forward by the writer in the 
Times this morning is a practical one, or 
one which really affects the merits of the 
other recommendations which we have 
put in the Bill. 


*Lorp LOCH: I will only occupy your 
Lordships’ time for a very few minutes, 
but I desire to state my reason for sup- 
porting the Amendment which has been 
moved by the noble Earl. The reason 
that I do so is that a provision of the 
Measure which is now under considera- 
tion, if it passes, provides for the re- 
moval of the great objection which, I 
believe, prevails in this country to com- 
pulsory vaccination. The proposal is to 
adopt the lymph direct from the calf. 
That, I believe, will in a great measure 
remove the great objection which pre- 
yvails to children being vaccinated, as at 
present, from lymph taken from other 
children, or from adults. Speaking from 
experience in the Cape, the same system 
was established, of taking vaccine from 
the calf, and there has not been the 
slightest objection to the enforcement of 
the vaccination law ; it is equally obeyed 
both by the Dutch and the English Colo- 
nists; and I think I can bring forward 
no greater proof as to the successful 
working of the Measure when I mention, 
on this question at least, there is no dif- 
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ference of opinion between the two races. 
The noble Lord, who spoke with such 
great authority, referred to the present 
compulsory clauses not working well. 
That is perfectly correct—they are not 
working well. But this change of prac- 
tice has not yet been adopted in this 
country, and if it is once known that the 
compulsory laws only applied to the vac- 
cination with the calf lymph properly 
prepared, and not taken from children or 
from adults, I believe that the objections 
will be removed, and that it will be found 
that there is no real objection to the com- 
pulsory clauses of the Measure. The 
noble Lord also stated it was difficult to 
show whether, if this Measure passed into 
law, the number of persons submitting 
their children to vaccination would be 
increased or diminished. But is not that 
the strongest reason possible for main- 
taining the compulsory laws until we see 
the results of this change of system? I 
would strongly urge upon noble Lords 
in this House that they should pass the 
Amendment which has been moved by 
the noble Earl against the omission of 
the compulsory clause of the Act. As 
regards the great importance and the 
great value of vaccination, I may mention 
a circumstance which came to my own 
knowledge in former years. The com- 
pulsory vaccination law did not extend 
to the Isle of Man, and small-pox broke 
out there in a very virulent form. A 
number of deaths tock place. I appointed 
medical men, and selected certain centres 
where people could be vaccinated. 
Many thousands came, and I believe I 
am correct in stating that not one who 
was thus vaccinated took the disease, 
and by this means the violence of the 
epidemic was checked ; while several who 
had been vaccinated lived in the same 
house with persons suffering from small- 
pox did not take it, while those who had 
been twice vaccinated were regarded as 
perfectly safe, and nursed with perfect 
impunity the sick patients suffering from 
the disease. I strongly urge the House 
to support this Amendment, for I regard 
it as a great dangerif this Measure passes 
with the clause standing as it is, leaving 
the enforcement of the compulsory 
clauses to the option of persons accord- 
ing to what they consider to be their 
conscientious scruples. 
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Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: ‘The 

speech of the noble Lord contained, as 

many other speeches have contained, a 

very earnest vindication of the value of 

vaccination. I do not think that really 

was a matter upon which it was necessary 

for the noble Lord to enlarge. There is 

no difference of opinion in this House 

upon the extreme value of vaccination ; 

the only difference is as to the best way 

in which vaccination shall be worked, and 

that is the question which we really have 
to consider. I think that the view which 

is taken by those who support this clause 

is very much indicated by the speech of 
my noble Friend Lord Stanmore, who 
quoted Indian precedents as guides to our 
conduct on this occasion. I demur alto- 
gether to the idea that the action of the 
Government or the action of Parliament 
meets with the same response or can 
count upon the same obedience in this 
country as it can in India. We have to 
deal with the case that there is, in a 
large part of the country, a profound 
aversion to the legislation which has 
already been passed, and to the obliga- 
tions which have been laid upon the sub- 
ject. Whether that aversion is justified 
or not we need not examine more care 
fully, because in this country we have to 
consider not only the rise of the well- 
weighed objections of the people, but if 
the objections extend largely enough we 
have taken into consideration those with 
whose soundness we cannot altogether 
agree. Some of the speakers seem to me 
to imagine that we live in an ideal state 
of things, where it is only necessary for 
Parliament to enact something, and it 
will be at once listened to where there 
are pliant guardians and obedient magis- 
trates, and a submissive peasantry 
only listening for the word of 
wisdom to be uttered at Westminster 
in order to throw themselves down 
before it and obey. That, I am 
afraid, has no correspondence to the 
existing state of things in this country. 
Under certain circumstances, and in the 
presence of certain delusions, the action 
of power does not tend to obedience, but 
to resistance. It tends to exasperate the 
feelings which it is its object to over- 
come. We have to deal with the case 
of what it is fair to call a great delusion, 
though not a delusion, unfortunately, 
altogether unfounded. There is, in places 
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which are well known, a belief that vac- 
cination from arm to arm has carried 
the diseases of one child to another, and 
that many deaths are due to the lack of 
those precautions which are so wisely in- 
sisted upon by the College of Surgeons. 
I do not say how far those suspicions, 
or those complaints, or those apprehen- 
sions may be justified. I believe that 
they are enormously exaggerated, but 
you have only to read the Report of the 
Royal Commission to show that they are 
not devoid of foundation. There is the 
fear that the disease of one child will be 
carried to another. There is the know- 
ledge that children, and a considerable 
number of children, have succumbed to 
the operation of this beneficent law, and 
the feelings which are worked upon are 
the deepest, the tenderest, the most 
tenacious, and the most difficult to over- 
come of any in the whole range of 
human sentiment. That is the state of 
facts with which you have to deal. It is 
idle to tell me that the people are wrong, 
it is idle to tell me that they are de 
ceived ; as long as they have these feel- 
ings they will respect them—they are 
Englishmen—and it is no use to quote 
to me the precedents of India and Ceylon 
to show the way in which these objections 
are to be overcome, Now, my Lords, the 
noble Lord who has just sat down has 
said, with great justice, that the cause 
of all these apprehensions, and, as far as 
they have occurred, all these terrible 
diseases, is now about to be removed 
under the clauses of this Bill. 
had it explained to us on the greatest 
possible authority, end with singular 
clearness and force, the mode in which 
the new process will protect the child 
from the dangers to which, under the old 
process, it was occasionally liable. The 
noble Lord who has just sat down thinks 
that that proved his case—that you have 
nothing to do but to pass your Bill—go 
on with your coercicn, Your process has 
become safe, the fear of danger has be- 
come unreasonable, and therefore the 
superstitions which prevail will imme 
diately disappear. I think he has been 


dealing with countries where the execu- 

tive is a little more powerful than it is 

here, if he imagines that the action &f the 

Government can, in so short atime, dissi- 

pate prejudices which have become deeply 

rooted, and calm down passions which 
Marquess of Salisbury. 
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have been excited to the utmost, get rid 
of apprehensions which have founded 
themselves upon the tenderest and most 
forcible of human feelings, if he thinks 
that immediately on the adoption of the 
new process—on the mere assurance that 
this process is free from the evils of the 
old—that the resistance with which we 
have to deal will disappear. My fear is 
that if you insist upon striking out this 
clause—that is to say, if you insist on 
this Bill not passing—the result will be 
that you will go on with all the exas- 
peration which has been increasing year 
after year in various parts of the coun- 
try. Every year there will be a greater 
and more extended struggle between the 
apprehensions and delusions to which I 
have referred, and the obligations of the 
law, and you will have no power that you 
have not now in dealing with them. You 
complain now that the law is not re- 
spected, That is perfectly true. But 
supposing you strike out this clause ; 
supposing the House of Commons, as } 
presume it will, puts it in again. I pre. 
sume you will adhere to your opinions, 
and the Bill will fall, That means that 
you will continue the present law for the 
next year, and a good many years after- 
wards—and what force will the law 
have? Will it command more respect 
than it does at present! At present—at 
least, up to this time—this law has been 
merely the subject of agitation and dis- 
cussion ; now it will go forth to the 
country, that you are to demand the con- 
fidence of the people, and the laying 
with 
which we have had to struggle, in favour 
of a law which is condemned by a Com- 
mission of unexampled autherity, which 
is condeumed by a large majority of the 
House of Commons, end which is con- 
demned in its substance in this House, 
and which has only survived because the 
two Houses of Parliament cannot agree. 
Do you imagine that a law in that posi- 
tion will command more respect? Do 
you imagine that the people, who are 
asked to submit to what they consider 
great dangers and great hardships, will 
submit the more readily because it is a 
law that depends upon sanction such as 
this? All that you will do will be to 
exasperate the feelings that already 
exist, to increase the chaos and_ the 
anarchy that prevails in the country, to 
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multiply the number of guardians who 
decline now in a truly formidable pro- 
portion to enforce the law, and to add to 
the terrible phalanx, already so nume- 
rous, of infants on whom the blessing of 
vaccination has not yet been conferred. 
The course that we are asking you to 
take to-night in legislation that is a new 
departure, is that you have abandoned 
the dangerous practice of arm to arm 
vaccination, and that you no longer re- 
quire it of the people ; that you have pro- 
vided in its place a healthful and safe 
process on which vou can rely, and that 
you will, for five years, make, as it were, 
an armistice with this trouble, and say : 
We will not exasnerate feelings ; we will 
not renew so danverous a contest; we 
will allow the effects of the new law 
that we have made, and of the new pro- 
cess that we have authorised, to work 
their natural course, and if we do not 
oppose and hinder that healthy and 
salutary action by renewing the con- 
flicts and the terrors of the past, we hope 
that we shall, in no long time, arrive at 
the only helpful solution of this ques- 
uon, and that is, when an overwhelnuag 
iajority of the people in a body shall 
recognise ihe value of vaccination to the 
ecmmunity and to themselves. Thal, my 
words, is the ideal towards which yeu 
have to make your way. I venture to 
say there is no other way of attaimimg it 
excepting by the Bill which we are now 
the 
Motion for striking out this clause which 


considering ; and, if you accept 
has now been presented to you, you con- 
indetin:te 
period, to the anarchy and chaos against. 
which we are now protesting. 


demn us to submit, for an 


The House divided:—Contents 2S: 
Not-Contents 40. 
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Ciavses 3 TO 5. 
Motion made, and Question put— 


“That clauses 3, 4, and 5 stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Aerced to. 


Cause 6. 
Amendment proposed— 
I 


“Page 2, line 30, after ‘Act,’ insert ‘every 
existing vaccination officer who, by virtue of 
this Act or anything done in pursuance of or 
in consequence of this Act, suffers pecuniary 
loss by diminution or loss of fees, shall be 
entitled to have compensation paid to him 
for such pecuniary loss by the board of guar- 
dians whose cfficer he is, regard being had to 
the duration of his service or services under 
any board of guardians and all the circum- 
stances of the case. All expenses incurred 















ie 
44 
% 


WA Saale 





59 Vaceimation {LORD3} Bill. 60 


by a board of guardians in pursuance of this 
action shail be paid out of the poor rate.’ ”— 
(The Earl of Hardwicke.) 


Tue Eart or HARDWICKE: I am 
informed that this Amendment is nu. 
in order, but I hope that the noble 
Lord will be able to give the matter 
attention and favourable consideration. 
It is extremely hard on the vaccination 
officers, for circumstances will arise under 
the changed condition of this new Act 
by which they will undoubtedly lose a 
great many of their fees, and if the 
Local Government Board can see their 
way to put the power they have under 
a previous Act into force and increase 
their fees it will be doing a great servic 
to a hard-working and energetic body 
of men, whose good work really deserves 
the recognition of the public. 


CiavseEs 6 10 9. 
Motion made, and Question put— 


“That clauses 6, 7, 8, and 9 stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Agreed to. 


Cuiavse 10. 


Tue Eart or FEVERSHAM: I have 
an Amendment down for the exclusion 
of clause 10, but I wish to ask the neble 
Lord in charge of the Bill what tl 
reason is, if this Bill is to be so bene- 
ficial to England, why it is not to be 
extended to Ireland and Scotland, | 
am told that Ireland and Scotland are 
very well satisfied with the present law, 
and that that is the reason why this 
Bill is not to be extended to Ireland an: 
Scotland ; but I must point out that the 
general tendency of legislation in this 
House is the principle of applying the 
same legislation to Ireland and Scotland 
as to England, and I should like to 
krow why it is that this Measure, which 
is supposed to be so beneficial, is not tu 
be extended to those two countries. 


*Tue Earn or CAMPERDOWN: I was 
just going to ask the same question. 
and I would point cut to the noble Lord 
in charge of the Bill there is every 
reason for extending this to Ireland ead 
Scotland, if it were only because certain 

















parts of the Bill assimilate the ‘aw of 
England to the law as it at present stands 
in Scotland. For instance, the period 
within which a child had to be vaccinated 
in England used to be three months, 
whereas in Scotland it was six. This Bill 
adopts the period of six months for Eng- 
land also. If we go on to clause 3 (of 
course, we will say nothing of clause 2 at 
present), that clause makes, for the first 
time, a difference in the law of the two 
countries in regard to penalties, and I 
would ask the noble Lord in charge of the 
Bill whether it wil! be possible, supposing 
the Bill is passed with that clause in it, to 
enforce cumulative penalties in Scotland! 
It may be said that there are very few 
objectors to vaccination in Scotland. I 
believe that is perfectly true, because in 
Scotland we are a very sensible people, 
but at the same time there are amons 
us persons who are not thoroughly im- 
bued with sense, and if they are brought 
up and prosecuted it will be immediately 
said that you have made-a different law 
for England. The argument which 
Lord Feversham used appeared to me 
a somewhat strong one—that the 
desire cf Parliament ought to be to 
assimilate the laws as much as possible 
in all parts of the United Kingdom. I 
ask, on what pretence do you repeal! 
certain penalties so far as Fngland is 
ecncerned and leave them standing both 
with regard to Scotland and Ireland? 





*Lorp HARRIS : The condition of 
things in Scotland is entirely different. 
They have none of the difficulties to 
meet which we have to meet in England. 


*Tue Earn or CAMPERDOWN: They 


have the same penalties. 


*Lorp HARRIS: They are very few in- 
deed, and repeated penalties are still 
fewer. The reason why the Act is not 
extended to Ireland and Scotland is 
because they have already Acts of their 
own, and I understand that the offices 
which deal with legislation in those 
ccuntries are taking steps to assimilate 
the Act to the extent which is neces- 
sary. That is practically the reason 
why it was not exterded to Scctiand and 
Ireland—that they have Acts already 
of their own. The point with regard 
to penalties will be carefully locked into 
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when amending Acts are brought in 
with regard to these two countries. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 3, line 13, after ‘shall,’ insert ‘ ex- 
cept as by this Act specially provided.’”— 


(Lord Harris.) 


*Lorp HARRIS: This is a consequen- 
tial Amendment; it is in consequence 
of the introduction of the other sectien. 
which provides for the case of children 
bern either before the passing cf the 
Act or in the period between the passiny 
of the Act and the Ist of January. 


Question put. 
Aereed to. 
House restimed. 


Bill reported, with Amendments, to 
the House. 


METROPOLITAN COMMON POOR FUND 
BILL, 1898. 
*Lorp HARRIS: This Bill was carried 
through the House of Commons by Mr. T. 
W. Russell on behalf of the Lecal Govern- 
ment Board. Its object is to make cer- 
tain Amendments in section 69 of the 
Metropolitan Poor Act, 1867, which deals 
with the expenses repayable to boards 
of guardians and other poor law authori- 
ties in the Metropolis, out of the Metro- 
politan Common Poor Fund. This 
fund is raised by contributions from 
boards of guardians throughout the 
whole Metropolis according to the rate- 
able value of their unions and parishes. 
The expenses incurred in the mainten- 
ance of London pauper children in dis- 
trict, separate certificated and licensed 
schools are repayable out of the, Metro- 
politan Common Poor Fund, but where 
the children in any such institution ate 
sent to a public elementary school for in- 
struction, and receive no instruction in 
the building, it is held that the institu- 
tion ceases to be a school within the 
meaning of the section, and no repay- 
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ment from the fund in respect of the 
maintenance of the children can be made. 
It is desirable that, where practicable, 
pauper children should attend public 
elementary schools, where they will mix 
with other children, and to encourage 
this it is proposed by sub-clause (1) of 
clause 1 of the Bill to allow repayment 
out of the Metropolitan Common Poor 
Fund in respect of children so sent out to 
school. At present the Local Govern- 
ment Board have no means of enforcing 
a limit to the number of children who 
immay be maintained in metropolitan dis- 
trict or separate schools, for the purpose 
of preventing overcrowding, although the 
Board can enforce such a limit in the 
case of workhouses. Clause 1 (2) of the 
Bill will enable the Board to certify the 
maximum number of children who may 
be maintained in these schools, and re- 
payment from the Metropolitan Common 
Poor Fund cannot then be made in re- 
spect of any children in excess of the 
number certified by the Board. Where 
children are sent from more than one 
union to a school, and the limit fixed by 
the Board is exceeded, the question will 
arise to which union the cost of the main- 
tenance of the children in excess is to be 
charged. The clause will enable the 
Board to determine the manner in which 
this charge is to be borne. The Board 
are desirous that the Bill should pass into 
law during the present Session. 


Motion made, and Question put— 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Agreed to. 


LAND COMMISSION (MARKEY v. EARL 
OF GOSFORD). 

Viscount TEMPLETOWN: I beg to 
move for a copy of the official shorthand 
writer’s notes of the proceedings and evi- 
dence at the rehearing of the case of 
Markey v. Earl of Gosford, before the 
Irish Land Commission, including the 
judgments or decisions delivered by the 
Land Commissioners therein ; also a copy 
of the originating notice, and of the 
schedule and order fixing the fair rent in 
the same case. I would venture to point 
out that there is a great difficulty in 
making use of the Reports, because they 
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are not necessarily accurate or complete, 
and it is very necessary and very desir- 
able that the grounds of the court’s deci- 
sion shall be made known to the public, 
and I venture to draw your Lordships’ 
attention to the case of Markey v. Gos- 
ford ; and it will not take many minutes 
to put before you the memorandum 
which has been prepared by authority. 
This case was decided on 31st May, 1897, 
by the Chief Land Commission, on a 
re-hearing or appeal at the instance of 
the landlord, partly against the actual 
rent fixed by the Sub-Commissioners and 
partly on certain important points having 
reference to 


Markey v. 


“the principles upon which a fair rent should 
be fixed for holdings that are subject to the 
Ulster tenant right custom.” 


‘This was the general description of 
the issue, as stated at the opening of 
Mr. Justice Bewley’s judgment. The 
judgments, or decisions, of the Com- 
missioners, however, show that they 
chiefly devoted themselves to endea- 
vouring to define the ambiguous words 
‘in sub-section 1 of section 8 of the Land 
Act of 1881— 


“having regard to the interest of the landlord 
and tenant respectively.” 

Without attempting any detailed or com- 
plete reference to their arguments, it may 
he said that, tnter alia, they were 
unanimous in holding that in fixing fair 
rent every kind of competitive value 
must be excluded, while they also de- 
cided by a majority that the well-known 
“occupation interest” is an element in 
respect of which no reduction of rent 
should be made. Now, it is remarkable 
that, having these decisions before them, 
the Fry Commissioners unanimously de- 
ccided—in the definition of fair rent on 
pages 20 and 21 of their Report—that 
the Land Commission in fixing a fair 


rent ought to take into account and 
estimate 
“the annual sum at which. after all the 


ircumstances of the case, holding, and district 
have been taken into consideration, the hold- 
ing in the landlord's hands might reasonably 
be expected to let from year to year to a 
solvent and prudent tenant who desired to 
derive a benefit from the occupation of the 
tenement and not from its sale,” 


Viscount T’empletown. 
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and that this sum should be the fair rent, 
less by the value, if any, of the tenant’s 
improvements. We have, therefore, now 
two conflicting interpretations of fair 
rent, and it is known that they are about 
to lead to further litigation. We have 
the views of the Fry Commission fully 
set out in their Report ; and the object 
of the present Motion is to put Parlia- 
ment and the public in possession of the 
views upon which the Land Commission 
held a contrary opinion. 


Tue Eart or DENBIGH: I am afraid 
I cannot go fully into all the matters 
that the noble Lord has referred to, and 
that I cannot give him the answer that 
he would consider entirely satisfactory. 
The Government are satisfied that the 
evidence is fully and accurately stated in 
the judgment, so far as it is necessary 
for the purpose of the decision, and that 
therefore there is no necessity to furnish 
the shorthand writers’ notes, which, I 
would point out to the noble Lord, would 
be quite unprecedented, and there does 
not appear to be any necessity to lay 
upon the Table a copy of the Judgmenv, 
A full report will be found in the Irish 
Law Times Reports, volume 31, page 97, 
and the original Notices, Orders, and 
Schedules are filed, and copies can be 
obtained in the ordinary way by any of 
the parties interested on application to 
the Land Commission. 

Viscount TEMPLETOWN: I beg to 
withdraw the Motion. 

Viscovnt TEMPLETOWN: I beg to 
ask Her Majesty’s Government whether 
in carrying out the provisions of section 3 
of the Registration (Ireland) Act, 1898, 
the poor law electoral divisions were 
altered by the Local Government Board 
for Ireland with a view to the population 
of each such division being so nearly as 
conveniently might be equal? 


Tue Eart or DENBIGH: With regard 
to the question, the alterations made by 
the Local Government Board for Ireland 
in poor law electoral divisions, under the 
egistration (ireland) Act, 1898, which 
was passed at the commencement of this 
Session, were confined to the separation 
of urban portions of electoral divisions 
from rural portions, and constituting the 
former separate electoral divisions. I 
take it that the noble Lord’s Motion 
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raises cne question of not including the 
population in the poor law divisions, but 
I would point out that by the Local 
Government Act I do not think that the 
question of varying populations was takeu | 
into account, and therefore there was no 
provision made for altering the boun- 
daries and for including the population 
among the poor law electoral divisions. 
Therefore I am afraid I cannot give the 
noble Lord the satisfactory answer he 
requires. 


POOR LAW ELECTORAL DIVISIONS. 

Viscount TEMPLETOWN: I beg to 
move for a Return, showing for each 
poor law union in Ireland: (1) The name 
of every poor law electoral division for 
which a list of local government electors 
has been or will be compiled in pursuance 
of the Registration (Ireland) Act, 1898 ; 
(2) the estimated population of each poor 
law electoral division after any alteration 
of same has been made for the purposes 
of said Act. 


*THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND: This Motion is quite premature. 
The Bill has only just been passed, and 
the Irish Local Government Board will 
have its hands extremely full in working 


out these things in orders and regu- 
lations. They will all be published 
in due course, and every possible 


information will be given, but, as I said, 
it is premature now. The Bill has not 
yet got the Royal assent, and the Local 
Government Board have not had time to 
take up everything. There will not 
be the slightest desire not to give every 
atom of information that my noble 
Friend asks for, and is _ practicable, 
although I do not know whether materials 
exist for giving particulars as to 
population. I do not think it is fair 
and reasonable to ask for a Parlia- 
mentary Return in reference to a matter 
which will be dealt with fully and com- 
pletely, and with no desire on the part 
of the Local Government Board to avoid 
their duty. 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN : Under the 
reasons stated by the noble and learned 
Lord, I beg to ask leave to withdraw my 
Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
VOL. LXIV. 


[FourtH Seris.]| 
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and the Repeated Aets. 


THE REPEALED ACTS. 

Lorp FARNHAM: I beg to move for 
copies of the following Acts mentioned 
in the sixth schedule of the Local 
Government (Ireland) Bill, 1898, omit- 
ting therefrom all portions proposed to 
be repealed by the said sixth schedule, 
and inserting therein all new words pro- 
posed to be substituted or inserted 
therein under the Draft Order in Coun- 
cil, under clause 102 of said Bill as first 
printed by the Lords (Bill No. 164) :— 
The Grand Jury (Ireland) Act, 1836; The 
County Dublin Grand Jury Act, 1844; 
The Municipal Corporations (Ireland) Act, 
1840; The Towns Improvement (Ireland) 
Act, 1854; The Poor Relief (Ireland) Act, 
1838 ; each of said Acts to be printed as 
above amended, as a separate Paper, and 
all new words substituted or inserted 
therein to be underlined. These five Acts 
are of very great importance, and will be 
constantly referred to in the future by 
the members of the county councils, and 
all others connected with the working of 
these bodies. In fact, my Lords, they 
are the Acts which these bodies will be 
called upon to administer, and it will be 
of very great convenience to the public 
in general if your Lordships would grant 
this Return for which I ask. Ofcourse, 1t 
may be said that these Acts can be 
obtained in another form, but, I sub- 
mit, they will be in a very much larger, 
more expensive, and more cumbersome 
form, inasmuch as they would probably 
be bound up in one volume, and would 
be extremely expensive and quite out of 
the reach of many county councillors and 
district councillors, who would be very 
glad to possess themselves of the particu- 
lar Act which they may happen to want. 
I bee to move the Motion. 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN : I think it 
is most important that these things 
should be available at a cheap rate, and 
not only confined to members of the legal 
profession. There is, no doubt, a very 
great difficulty in arriving at a solution, 
as we know from the discussions which 
are going on in your Lordships’ House, 
after the Land Act of 1880; as to the 
interpretation of the Acts and various 
references made from one Act to another, 
there is sufficient doubt to justify the 
Motion of the noble Lord, 

C 
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Tue Eart or DENBIGH: The Irish 
Local Government Board fully recognises 
the convenience that would accrue from 
having this Act in a more compendious 
form, whereby may be found out 
exactly the way in which these various 
Acts have been amended, and I may say 
it is intended to publish an edition of the 
Irish Acts repealed in part by the Local 
Government Act, with the repealed parts 
omitted, and with the alterations which 
will be made by the Orders in Council. 
This, of course, cannot be done until the 
Orders in Council have been passed, but 
no time will be lost in getting it com- 
pleted as soon as possible; and I think 
I may also say that I do not think the 
noble Lord need be afraid of the great 
expense of this work, for I believe it will 
be published at a price that will be within 
the reach of everybody, and in a form 
which will be acceptable to everybody. 


Lorp FARNHAM: I am quite satisfied, 
and I beg leave to withdraw my Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 

Read the first time; to be printed; 
and to be read the second time 
To-morrow. [No. 199.]—(The Marquess 
of Salisbury.) 


NONCONFORMIST MARRIAGES 
(ATTENDANCE OF REGISTRARS) BILL. 
Read the first time; to be printed ; 
and to be read the sgecond time 
To-morrow. [No. 200.}—(The Earl of 
Selborne.) 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (IRELAND) BILL. 

Read the first time, to be printed ; 
and to be read the second time on Mon- 
day next. [No. 204.}—(The Earl of Den- 
bigh.) 


House adjourned at 8. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 4th August, 1898. 





Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at ‘three 
of the Clock. 


NEW MEMBER. 





New Member sworn: Grorce Doveury, 
esquire, for the borough of Great 
Grimsby. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
BOLTON, TURTON, AND WESTHOUGH- 
TON EXTENSION BILL. 

Lords’ Amendments considered, and 

agreed to. 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (SEWAGE, 
ETC.) BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


KNOTT END RAILWAY BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


RHYMNEY AND ABER VALLEYS GAS 
AND WATER BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


PETITION. 
CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND. 


Against: From Kilmarnock; to lie 
upon the Table. 





t] 


—— 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COAL EXPORIS, ETC. 
Return [presented 3rd August] to be 
printed. [No. 352.] 


BIRTHS, DEATHS, MARRIAGES, AND 
VACCINATION (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented of Forty-second De- 
tailed Annual Report of the Registrar 
General of Births, Deaths, and Marriages 
in Scotland (Abstracts of 1896) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


DEATHS FROM STARVATION OR 
ACCELERATED BY PRIVATION 
(LONDON). 

Return presented relative thereto [Ad- 
dress, 24th February ; Mr. Talbot]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. |No. 
353.] 


ASYLUMS (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(RELIGIOUS MINISTRATIONS). 
Return presented relative thereto | Ad- 
dress, 24th June; Admiral Field]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. | No. 
354.] 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 


Copy presented of Returns of accidents 
and casualties, as reported to the Board 
of Trade by the several railway companies 
in the United Kingdom during the six 
months ending 30th June, 1898, together 
with Reports of the inspecting officers of 
the Railway Department to the Board of 
Trade, upon certain accidents which were 
inquired into [by Command]; to lie upon 


the Table. 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS (GENERAL 
REPORT). 

Copy presented of General Report to 
the Board of Trade upon the accidents 
that have occurred on the railways of the 
United Kingdom during the year 1897 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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Reports, ete. 


TRAMWAYS (STREET AND ROAD). 


Return presented relative thereto (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
375 of Session 1897) [ordered 7th July ; 
Mr. Ritchie]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 355.] 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Copy presented of Report of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education (England 
and Wales), with Appendix, 1897-8 |by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented of Statement showing 
(1) schools in receipt of Parliamentery 
grants; (2) grants paid to school boards 
under section 97, Elementary Education 
Act, 1870; and (3) school board accounts 
and list of loans for the year 1897-8 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented of Report of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education on 
Schools for the Blind and Deaf, with 
Appendices, 1897-8 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. 
Copy presented of Reports from Uni- 
versity Colleges participating in the 
grant of £25,000 made by Parliament 
for “University Colleges in Great Bri- 
tain” (1898) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Copy presented of Special Reports on 
Educational Subjects, 1897-8 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
(LEICESTER). 
Copy presented of Order of the County 

Council of Leicester for uniting the 

parishes of Appleby Magna North and 

Appleby Magna South into the parish of 

Appleby Magna, under section 57 of the 

Act, as confirmed by the Local Govern- 

ment Board [by Act]; to lie upon the 

Table. 


C 2 


ACT, 1888 
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(EAST RIDING OF YuURKSHIRE). 

Copy presented of Order of the County 
Council of the East Riding of Yorkshire 
constituting the parish of Withernsea an 
urban district, to be called “the urban 
district of Withernsea,” under section 57 
of the Act, as confirmed by the Local 
Government Board [by Act]; to lie upon 


the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, annual series, Nos. 


2,169 to 2,171 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 
COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


Copy presented of Report, No. 231 
(Barbados, Annual Report for 1897 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE 

THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1, Adjournment Motions under Stand- 

ing Order No. 17: Return relative thereto 

[ordered 3rd August ; Dr. Farquharson] ; 
to be printed. [No. 356.] 


2. Closure of Debate (Standing Order 
No. 25): Return relative 
fordered 3rd August ; Dr. Farquharson] ; 
to be printed. [No. 357.] 

3. Divisions of the House: Return 
relative thereto [ordered 3rd August ; 
Dr. Farquharson]; to be printed. 

4. Private Bills and Private Busi- 
ness: Return relative thereto [ordered 
3rd August; Dr. Farquharson]; to be 
printed. 


BY 


5. Public Bills: Return relative thereto 
[ordered 3rd August ; Dr. Farquharson] ; 
to be printed. 


6. Public Petitions: Return relative 
thereto [ordered 3rd August ; Dr. Farqu- 
harson]|; to be printed. 

7. Select Committees Return 


relative thereto [ordered 3rd August ; 
Dr. Farquharson]; to be printed. 


thereto, 





relative thereto [ordered 3rd August ; 
Dr. Farquharson]; to be printed. 


9. Business of the House (Days occu- 
pied by Government and by Private 
Members): Return. relative thereto 
[ordered 3rd August ; Dr. Farquharson] ; 
to be printed. [No. 358.] 

10. Land Transfer Rules: Copy of 
General Rules, made in pursuance of the 
Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897 |by 
Act]. 


EDUCATION (PRIMARY AND SECOND.- 
ARY SCHOOLS). 

Return ordered “of the joint memor- 
andum on the relations of primary and 
secondary schools to one another in a 
national system of education, which was 
based on the statistics embodied in a 
Parliamentary Paper No. 264 of Session 
1898.”—(Colonel Lockwood.) 


_— 
MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS: (REPRO- 
DUCTIVE UNDERTAKINGS). 

Return ordered “of the water, gas, 

tramway, electric lighting and other 

reproductive undertakings carried on by 

municipal boroughs.” —(Sir Henry 

Fowler.) 


GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLITAN 
CHARGES). 

Report from the Select Committee 
brought up, and read; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 359.] 
Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 359.] 


KITCHEN AND REFRESHMENT ROOMS 
(HOUSE OF COMMONS). 

Power given to the Select Committee 

to report their observations; Keport 

brought up, and read; Report to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. | No. 
360.] 
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UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGE ESTATES 
’ BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


LIBRARIES OFFENCES BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to 
VEXATIOUS ACTIONS (SCOTLAND) BILL, 


PARISH FIRE ENGINES BILL, 


without Amendment ; 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES BLL, 
GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL, 
KEIGHLEY CORPORATION BILL, 
WEY VALLEY RAILWAY BILL, 
PAIGNTON IMPROVEMENT BILL, 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (NEW 
WORKS) BILL, 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL, 
ST. HELEN’S CORPORATION BILL, 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAILWAYS 
AND HARBOURS BILL, 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL, 
with Amendments ; 
Amendments to 


LONDON UNIVERSITY COMMISSION 
BILL [H.L.], 


BUCKIE (CLUNY) HARBOUR BILL 
[H.L.], 


GREAT NORTH OF SCOTLAND RAIL- 
WAY BILL [H.L.], 





VAGRANCY ACT AMENDMENT BILL, | 
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NEWHAVEN AND SLEAFORD WATER 
BILL [H.L.], 


CARLISLE CORPORATION WATER BILL, 
* {EL} 


FORRES WATER BILL. [H.L.], 


NEWCASTLE -UPON - TYNE CORPORA- 


TION BILL [H.L.], 
NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL [H.L.}, 


PORTSMOUTH CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [H.L.], 


without Amendment. 


QUESTIONS. 


NAWAB OF DIR. 

Mr. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether the Nawab of Dir, who is 
waging war against the Bajauri tribes, 
is related to Umra Khan, against whom 
a British force was sent in 1895, or 
whether he has any tribal connection 
with that chief; and where does he now 
reside ; whether the original arrangement 
as to subsidies made in 1895 between the 
Indian Government and the Nawab was 
upon the basis of annual payments to him 
of Rs.60,000 on account of levies, and 
of Rs.10,000 for tolls on the road to 
Chitral ; whether these annual payments 
have subsequently been increased, and 
whether he can state what they amount 
to at present; and in reference to the 
present hostilities, whether he will state 
whether the Political Department was 
cognisant of the Nawab’s recent proceed- 
ings, and whether the Political Agent at 
Chakdara, on the Chitral Road, had in- 
formation of this chief’s preparations to 
attack the Bajauris? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE Fon 
INDIA (Lord Greorae Haminton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): I am not aware of any 
relationship between the Nawab of Dir 
and Umra Khan, against whose brothers 
and cousins the Nawab’s recent expedi- 
tion was conducted. The original 
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arrangement mentioned in the second 
Question was upon the basis described, 
and the annual payments have not been 
increased. The answer to the two in- 
quiriea made in the fourth ‘and last para- 
graph of the Question is in the affirma- 
tive. The Political Agent did his utmost 
to discourage the participation of the 
Nawab in the Bajauri quarrel. 


LEICESTER REGIMENT. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
drawn to the strange conduct of an 
officer in the Leicestershire Regiment, 
now stationed in Natal, towards the men 
under his command; and whether he is 
aware that in the camp at Fort Napier 
the distribution of water in the lines is 
so unequal that the Leicestershire Regi- 
ment has not a sufficient supply ? 


Toe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
For WAR (Mr. Sr. Joun Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): It has not been pos- 
sible to obtain from South Africa a 
Report on this subject, as it was only 
called for on the 22nd July. 


EXTIRPATION OF RABIES. 

Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): I beg io 
ask the President. of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether he can state what further 
progress has been made since his state 
ment in May last with the eradication of 
rabies in England! 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liverpool, 
West Derby): I am happy to say 
that the position in regard to rabies 
continues to improve, only three cases 
having been reported in the nine weeks 
which have elapsed since my honourable 
Friend’s last Question on this subject, as 
compared with 25 in the corresponding 
period of last year. During the 31 
weeks of the present year we have had 
only 14 cases as compared with 103 in 
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United Kingdom. 


the corresponding period of 1897, and 
369 in that of 1896. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
Will the right honourable Gentleman be 
prepared to allow dog owners to make a 
declaration before a magistrate of “con- 
scientious objection” to muzzling? 


[No Reply.] 


HARLINGTON CEMETERY. 


Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether he is aware that the Rector of 
Harlington, Middlesex, is intending to 
appropriate glebe land as an addition to 
the consecrated cemetery of the parish, 
but with a private trust, which will pro- 
hibit burial services other than that of 
the Church of England, it being also pro- 
posed to pull down the boundary wall of 
the cemetery and to re-erect it as the 
boundary wall of the private - ground ; 
and whether glebe land can be legally 
appropriated for the purpose of evading 
the provisions of the Burial Act of 1880? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror rue 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Wuire 
Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool): This 
land thas been approved by me as a 
private burial ground, not as an addition 
to the churchyard. Whether the circum- 
stances referred to in the Question will 
have the effect of making it such an 
addition is a legal question on which I 
cannot express an opinion. I am not 
aware that the fact of the land being 
glebe land, of which, however, I was 
not informed, would, provided the neces- 
sary consents are obtained, make any 
legal difference. 


RIFLE RANGES IN THE UNITED 
KINGDOM. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, with regard to the sum of 
£500,000 allotted for rifle ranges under 
the Military Works Act, 1897, he is able 





Secretary of State for India. 














77 
to inform the House of the amounts to 


be spent in England, Scotland, and Ire- 
land respectively ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The allotment of 
the money to rifle ranges under the 
Military Works Act is not yet complete. 
No specific sum was taken for rifle ranges 
which were under the same heading as 
manceuvring grounds. 


New Science Buildings 


4 
MANUFACTURE OF REGIMENTAL 
TARTANS, 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War where the 
various tartans for the uniforms of Scot- 
tish regiments are manufactured ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The contracts are 
held by firms at Bannockburn, Peebles, 
Stirling, Walkerburn, Glasgow and 
Galashiels. 


MR. HOOLEY’S DISCLOSURES. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to the 
allegation that certain payments have 
been made in this country by a Mr. 
Hooley to one A. M. Broadley, with a 
view to influencing a section of the 
Press ; whether this person is the same 
A. M. Broadley against whom a warrant 
was issued some years ago in India on a 
charge of committing a criminal offence ; 
whether such warrant runs in England ; 
if so, why the warrant has never been 
executed; and what steps, if any, he 
proposes to take to vindicate the law of 
the land? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I am afraid I 
have no information on this subject. A 
warrant of arrest issued in India for an 
offence coming within the Fugitive 
Offenders Act, will run in England if 
endorsed in the manner provided by the 
Act, but it does not necessarily come 
under my notice before being executed. 
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ARREARS OF IRISH FEE GRANT. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he has received a communication from 
the executive of the Irish National 
Teachers’ Organisation in reference to 
the sum offered to them on account of 
the arrears of fee grant ; and what action 
he proposes to take on that communica- 
tion? 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE. 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Bzacn, Bristol, 
W.): I have within the last few days 
received a letter from the organisation 
in question, expressing their willingness 
to accept the sum of £76,000 as a settle- 
menc of their claim to what are called 
the arrears of the fee grant. But they 
say nothing as to the new rules of the 
pension fund, nor do they agree to pro- 
vide, as I had proposed, one-fourth of 
the premiums necessary for pensions, on 
condition that the Treasury assumes the 
liability for the remaining three-fourths ; 
and I am still receiving protests from 
teachers against the new rules. I cannot, 
therefore, regard this communication as 
such an acceptance of my proposals as 
would justify me in asking Parliament to 
pay, by a fresh Vote, to the teachers a 
sum which has already been paid to the 
pension fund. 


NEW SCIENCE BUILDINGS AT SOUTH 
KENSINGTON. 

Mr. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee): I 
beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works if any decision has yet been 
arrived at with regard to the site on 
which the new science buildings at South 
Kensington are to be erected ; and what 
reply, if any, has been made to the 
memorials forwarded by the Presidents of 
the Royal Society and the Royal Academy 
to the Prime Minister? 


Toe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Axers Dovenas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): No decision has yet 
been arrived at with regard to the posi- 
tion of the new science buildings at South 
Kensington. The memorials referred to 
in the honourable Member’s Question, 
which were addressed to the Prime Minir- 
ter, are under consideration. 


AL 
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POLICE BARRACKS AT KNOCKLONG. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether a 
site for the erection of a police barrack 
has been taken on the evicted farm of 
Winifred M‘Grath, at some distance from 
the village of Knocklong, county 
Limerick ; whether an equally convenient 
site can easily be obtained in the village ; 
and whether, in view of the possibility 
of a settlement being arrived at between 
the evicted tenant, Mrs. M‘Grath, and 
her landlord, he will see that another 
site is found for the proposed barrack ? 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxryson, Londonderry, N.) : 
My right honourable Friend has asked 
me to reply in his absence. No definite 
arrangement has yet been come to by 
the constabulary authorities relative to 
the selection of a site for the proposed 
police barrack. The site particularly 
referred to in the Question, if selected, 
would be the most convenient for the 
purposes of a barrack. The police have 
no knowledge of any negotiations be- 
tween the landlord and the evicted tenant 
as suggested by the honourable Member, 
but it is needless to observe that they 
will not interpose any obstacle to a 
settlement being arrived at, if such is 
contemplated. 


> 


LIMERICK POLICE COURT. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the attention 
of the Lord Lieutenant has been called 
to the number of occasions during the 
past 12 months on which prisoners 
brought to the police court in the city 
of Limerick, charged with drunkenness 
and other offences, had to be taken before 
magistrates at their private residences 
or offices to be dealt with, owing to the 
non-attendance of magistrates at the 
said court, which is supposed to be held 
daily, and to the irregularity and incon- 
venience caused thereby ; and whether, 
in view of the apparent difficulty ex- 
perienced in procuring the attendance of 
magistrates at the said court, His Ex- 
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cellency will consider the advisability of 
increasing the present number of magis- 
trates in the city of Limerick, so that 
the police court may be attended, and 
that persons in custody on trivial charges 
may not have to be taken over the city 
to find a magistrate! 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am informed that 
owing to the non-attendance of local jus- 
tices at the Limerick Police Court, 
prisoners have occasionally to be taken 
to ithe residences of justices, in order 
that they may be discharged and brought 
up on summons to the police court accord- 
ing to the usual procedure in such cases. 
Cases of drunkenness, in which it is con- 
sidered the prisoners would abscond if 
this course were adopted, are usually 
dealt with at the police court. There 
is no reason for believing that the more 
regular attendance of local justices, who 
are 26 in number, would be secured by 
further increasing their number, as sug- 
gested. The matter is receiving the 
attention of the Government, but I may 
mention that it is only when the resident 
magistrate is unavoidably absent that 
any difficulty arises. 


REPORT OF INSPECTORS OF IRISH 
FISHERIES. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: On behalf 
of the honourable Member for the St. 
Patrick Division of Dublin I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can explain 
the reason why the Report of the In- 
spectors of Irish Fisheries is never pre- 
sented to Parliament until nearly the 
close of the Session, while the Reports 
of the Commissioners in Scotland and 
England are all available much earlier ; 
and whether he can state when the 
Report for Ireland for last year will be 
forthcoming ! 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Report of the 
Inspectors of Irish Fisheries for 1897 was 
presented to Parliament on the 13th July, 
1898. Its circulation is not a matter 
over which the Irish Government exer- 
cises any control. I have no informa- 
tion as to the presentation of the similar 
Reports for England and Scotland. Every 
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exertion is made by the inspectors in 
Ireland to complete their Report at as 
early a date as possible, and no avoidable 
delay is allowed to take place in laying 
it on the Table of the House. 


ATHLONE. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: On behalf 
of the honourable Member for South 


Roscommon I beg to ask the Attorney 
General for Ireland whether he can state 
what changes will be involved in the 
quarter arrangements of the 
counties Roscommon and Westmeath by 
the proposed transfer of portion of the 
town of Athlone from the former to the 
latter county; whether, should this 
transfer be ultimately sanctioned, due 
regard will be paid to the wishes of the 
people of the important town of Athlone 
to establish in it a quarter sessions court 
for the county Westmeath for the greater 
convenience of all concerned; and what 
steps, if any, are necessary for the people 
of that town to take in order to bring 
about this desirable arrangement? 


sessions 


Mr. ATKINSON: I cannot anti- 
cipate what changes will be rendered 
necessary in ihe direction suggested 
should the proposed transfer of portion 
of the town of Athlone from the county 
Roscommon to Westmeath be carried out. 
The proper course for the people to adopt 
in this event would be to embody their 
views and wishes in a memorial addressed 
io the Lord Lieutenant, who would give 
the matter every consideration. 


FIRE AT DOWNPATRICK BARRACKS. 
Mr. E. MHUGH (Armagh, S.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that. on the 
30th ultimo a fire broke out in a clothes 
store of the Downpatrick Military Bar- 
rack, and that the flames were not ex- 
tinguished till a large amount of pro- 
perty was destroyed; has it been 
ascertained how the fire originated ; and 
is there any ground for the belief which 
seems to prevail that the store was mali- 
ciously set on fire? 
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Mr. BRODRICK: The fire was extin- 


guished in 15 minutes after being dis- 
covered, and the damage is estimated at 
£25. A court of inquiry is investigating 
the cause of the fire. 


RIVER POLLUTION IN COUNTY 
ANTRIM. 

Mr. E. M‘HUGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade, has he 
received notification of the prosecution 
and conviction of the Roughfort (county 
Antrim) Bleaching and Dyeing Company 
for permitting poisonous and deleterious 
matter to flow from their works into a 
tributary of the Sixmilewater River on 
6th May last; and if better means can 
be devised to stop this dangerous prac- 
tice than the infliction of a small pecu- 
niary fine which to a rich company is no 
corrective at all! 


Mr. ATKINSON : With the permission 
of my right honourable Friend I will 
answer this Question. It is a fact that 
this bleaching and dyeing company was 
prosecuted, as stated, and fined in a 
small amount. There are a large number 
of similar works in this district, and the 
justices, in imposing small fines for the 
offence in question, appear, so I am 
informed, to have been influenced by a 
desire not to interfere with industries 
which afford employment to a consider- 
able proportion of the population for the 
sake of protecting the fish in a small 
river which affords amusement to a few. 
I express no opinion in the matter, and 
have no power to suggest to the justices, 
who have power to fine up to £10, that 
larger fines should be imposed. 


GENERAL BUDD’S WIDOW. 

Mayor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he will take the case of the 
widow of the late General Budd, 14th 
Regiment, into consideration with regard 
to pension ; whether he is aware that the 
pension has been refused on technical 
grounds only, the marriage having taken 
place 28 days after the completion of 





83 Trish Stone 


General Budd’s 60th year ; and whether 
he is aware that the widow of this General 
Officer is totally destitute and homeless?! 

Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY to tHe 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe Witirams, 
Birmingham, 8.): The line of eligibility 
for these pensions must be drawn some- 
where, and this lady has the misfortune 
to be on the wrong side of it. The 
present rule has held at least since 1830. 
I may add that Mrs. Budd has received 
grants from the Royal Bounty and from 


the Relief Fund. 


Masor RASCH: Is the honourable 
Gentleman aware that the grants only 
amounted to £125, and that they were 
made some years ago? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: Yes, but 
Mrs. Budd has had the full amount which 
is allowed under the regulations govern- 
ing the funds. 


SWINE FEVER. 

Masor RASCH: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether he will relax the last swine 
fever order where pigs are free from 
disease, in order that the owners may be 
allowed to move them along the roads 
to shack after harvest! 

Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I should be very glad 
to find myself in a position to comply 
with the suggestion of my honourable 
and gallant Friend, but I am afraid it 
cannot be said that swine fever has as 
yet been extinguished in any part of 
the county of Essex, and experience has 
shown that the shacking season is a very 
dangerous one from the point of view of 
the spread of infection. In these circum- 
stances I could not relax the Order re- 
ferred to without incurring the risk of 
my having to impose still. more severe 
restrictions in the near future. 


INDIAN FORCES SERVING OUTSIDE 
INDIA. 

Mr. H. ROBERTS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
will lay before Parliament a statement 
showing what regiments and detachments 


Major Rasch. 
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of the Indian Army are now employed in 
Africa or elsewhere outside Her Majesty’s 
Indian possessions; also what Indian 
forces are now stationed beyond the 
borders of India in Waziristan, in the 
Zhob Valley, at Lundi Kotal, and in the 
garrisons along the road to Chitral ; and 
whether he will include in such a Return 
copies of the references to the orders 
under which such employment of troops 
belonging to the military establishments 
of British India has been sanctioned, 
together with specific information as to 
the funds from which the charges of such 
troops are defrayed / 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: The only Indian forces now 
employed in Africa or elsewhere beyond 
seas are as follows: In Africa, the 27th 
Bombay Infantry, and a wing of the 
4th Bombay Infantry. In Mauritius, the 
lst Bengal Infantry. The cost of these 
troops is entirely defrayed from non- 
Indian revenues. As regards the 
strength of the forces now stationed in 
Waziristan, in the Zhob Valley, at Lundi 
Kotal, and along the Chitral Road, I am 
not prepared to give a Return in detail, 
but it may perhaps be sufficient for the 
honourable Member’s purpose to know 
that the troops which are stationed in 
those places are paid for from Indian 
revenues, and that they are so employed 
under orders from the Government of 
India, with the sanction of the Secretary 
of State for India in Council. 


IRISH STONE CARVINGS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education, will he explain 
why it is that while the National Museum 
at South Kensington contains numerous 
specimens of the sculpture and stone 
carving of every nation, no specimen of 
the ancient Irish stone carving such as 
the Celtic crosses of world-wide fame are 
on view there; whether he is aware that 
the specimens of Irish lace are placed 
in a dark passage where it is impossible 
to examine them except by artificial 
light; and whether he will take steps 
to have these matters set right? 
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Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
The Science and Art Department has 
never been able to acquire a specimen 
of ancient Irish stone carving. The 
specimens of Irish lace referred to in the 
Question are used for exhibition in the 
country. They are placed in the passage 
for storage, not for exhibition. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Could not 
they get facsimiles of the stone-carving? 


Sir J. GORST: That is another Ques- 
tion and not the one on the Paper. I 
believe they have some, but will inquire. 
Perhaps the honourable Member had 
better put another Question down. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I know 
several artists who could provide them. 


INCOME TAX. 

Masor RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer under what 
section of the Income Tax Acts the Board 
of Inland Revenue have refused to refund 
to British residents abroad interest on 
foreign and Colonial loans ; and whether, 
under such a rule, colonists residing in 
one colony and having such investments 
in another are mulcted in English income 
tax! 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: I am not quite clear as to the 
meaning of the first part of the honour- 
able Member’s Question, but I may say 
that, if the interest on foreign or colonial 
loans is payable in this country, the 
person paying it is required, under sec- 
tions 29, 88, and 96 of the Income Tax 
Act of 1842, to deduct income tax. The 
answer ‘to the second part is in the 
affirmative as regards loans, the interest 
on which is payable here. 


REPORTS OF MINUTES OF EVIDENCE 
BEFORE PARLIAMENTARY COMMIT- 
TEES ON RAILWAY BILLS. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): On 
behalf of the honourable Member for 
North Leitrim I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
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land whether ‘he is aware that Reports 
of Minutes of Evidence given before Par- 
liamentary Committees on Irish Railway 
Bills are not supplied to any public 
libraries in Ireland ; and will he, for the 
convenience of persons in Ireland in- 
terested in such matters, give instruc- 
tions that copies of such evidence be 
sent to the Royal Irish Academy, Trinity 
College Library, and to the National 
Library, Kildare Street, Dublin? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Reports of Minutes 
of Evidence given before Parliamentary 
Committees on Railway Bills are not 
printed at the public expense, and are 
not at the disposal of the Government. 
It is, therefore, not in my power to do 
what is suggested in the second para- 
graph of the Question. 


DARTMOOR. 

Mr. SEALE-HAYNE (Devon, Ash- 
burton): I beg to ask the President ‘of 
the Board of Agriculture whether he is 
aware that more than 15,000 acres of the 
common land of Dartmoor have been 
enclosed since 1820; whether this was 
effected by Parliamentary or other sanc- 
tion without regard to the commoners’ 
rights ; and under what authority have 
the convicts at Prince Town been em- 
ployed to enclose a large acreage of 
common land? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tae BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I have been in com- 
munication with the Home Office on this 
subject, and I am informed that all the 
land on which convicts are employed at 
Dartmoor is held on lease from the 
Duchy of Cornwall. We have nothing 
before us which would indicate that the 
land is common land, and in any case 
the matter is not one in regard to which 
the Board of Agriculture have any power 
to intervene. 


LYMPH CALVES. 

Mr. DUCKWORTH (Lancashire, Mid- 
dleton): On behalf of the honourable 
Member for Wick Burghs I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
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Board whether the calves from which 
the lymph is to be derived, under the 
provisions of the Vaccination Bill, will 
be slaughtered after use, and the car- 
cases exposed for sale in the meat 
markets ? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Cuaptiy, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I have already 
stated more than once that every calf 
used for the preparation of glycerinated 
lymph will be subsequently slaughtered, 
and no lymph will be issued until both 
the carcase and the internal organs have 
been inspected by the veterinary surgeon 
attached to the slaughtering establish- 
ment and have been reported to be in 
every respect healthy. In all countries 
in which calf lymph has been in use 
during the past quarter of a century such 
healthy carcases are exposed for sale, and 
I am not aware of anything at present 
that would make a different course neces- 
sary in this case. 


COLLISION MATS. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to a new method of fixing collision mats 
invented by a Mr. Mackintosh, which is 
spoken ‘highly of in the July number of 
the Shipping World; and whether, in 
view of the large loss of life occasioned 
by recent collisions, he will consider the 
advisability of directing a scientific test 
or inquiry into Mr. Mackintosh’s 
methods? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): No representations 
have been made to the Admiralty on the 
subject, but if any are made they will 
be carefully considered. 


NEW MEDICAL OFFICER OF THE 
FACTORY DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. TENNANT: 


I bee to ask the 


Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he will inform the House 
what the duties of the new medical officer 
of the Factory Department will be, and 


Mr. Duckworth. 
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whether he will lay upon the Table the 
instructions under which that officer will 
act; and whether he has yet made the 
appointment ! 


THe SECRETARY or STATE vos rag 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I settled these 
instructions some weeks ago, and shall be 
glad to state their effect. Briefly they 
are as follows:—The medical inspector 
will reside in London, and his services 
will be available throughout the country 
wherever they are required. He will con- 
duct special and general inquiries into 
questions of health and safety as the 
chief inspector may direct ; he will exer- 
cise general supervision over the work of 
certifying surgeons, especially where they 
have duties with regard to dangerous 
industries ; he will deal with the notices 
of lead and other poisoning received 
under the Act of 1895; he will advise 
the staff generally on all medical ques- 
tions connected with their work, and will 
give evidence in proceedings when so 
directed by the chief inspector, though he 
will not himself institute prosecutions 
unless specially directed. . In visiting 
factories, workshops, and other places, 
he will give special attention to all 
matters affecting the health and safety 
of the persons employed ; he will supply 
to the district inspectors particulars of 
any irregularities, defects, or infringe- 
ments of the Acts which he may observe, 
and also particulars of any recommenda- 
tions he may make to occupiers, and he 
will call the special attention of the dis- 
trict inspectors to cases where he con- 
siders any structural alteration necessary 
or a prosecution desirable. He will also 
visit ‘hospitals in places where industrial 
diseases prevail, and, generally, he will 
act in co-operation with the other mem- 
bers of the staff, the certifying surgeons, 
and the local authorities. I have ap- 
pointed to the office Dr. Thomas Morison 


Legge. 


CRETE. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the memorandum presented by the Presi- 
dent of the Cretan Assembly to the 
consuls of France, England, Italy, and 
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Russia, in which it is stated that while 
the Assembly, in deference to the four 
Powers, accepts the scheme for a pro- 
visional government which has been pro- 
posed by them, at the same time the 
Assembly feels bound to express the 
conviction that this réyime has little 
chance of success and will probably only 
prolong the sufferings of the Cretans, 
sufferings which have already affected 
the four Powers; whether this memo- 
randum has been considered by the 
Government ; and whether it has affected 
their decision on the situation in Crete! 


Toe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Curzoy, 
Lancashire, Southport): I have seen a 
copy of the memorandum as printed in 
the Manchester Guardian of Monday, but 
it has not as yet been officially com- 
municated to Her Majesty’s Government. 
Although the Assembly appear to enter- 
tain doubts as to the success of the new 
régime, the fact remains that they unani- 
mously accepted it. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, at Canea and Rhetymo, a civil 
administration has been organised under 
the control of foreign officers; whether 
in Candia no such administration has 
been organised ; and whether the British 
authorities there have confined them- 
selves to garrison duty and taken no 
share in the administration or police of 
the city; and, if so, what is the cause 
of this distinction? 


Mr. CURZON: There is not the dis- 
tinction between the various towns which 
the honourable Member imagines to 
exist. The instructions of the Inter- 
national Council of Admirals are carried 
out in each. The general civil adminis- 
tration of Canea, Candia, and Rhetymo 
remains in Turkish hands, except in the 
following particulars. An international 
tribunal has been organised at Canea for 
the trial of cases arising out of the 
foreign occupation ; and similar powers 
have been delegated to the military com- 
mandants at each of the other occupied 
towns. There is also a small police force, 
under international control, already in 
existence or in process of constitution 
at each place. At Candia the sanitary 





{4 Avaust 1898} 





Lead Poisoning. 90 


work has been in the hands of the British 
for 10 months, and has been paid for 
from British funds. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what plan has been arranged for the 
future government of the towns of 
Candia, Canea, and Rhetymo; and 
whether any arrangements are in contem- 
plation to secure the safe access of the 
Christians of the interior to the town of 
Candia! 


Mr. CURZON: The three towns men- 
tioned are occupied by European troops, 
and will, consequently, according to the 
new arrangement, remain under the 
authority of the admirals. The Chris- 
tians for the past year have been per- 
mitted access to the town by sea. It has 
not been considered hitherto expedient to 
admit them by land until the Moslems 
are permitted by them to visit their pro- 
perties by land. Gradual steps in this 
direction have been taken for the past 
five months, and small parties of Moslems 
conducted by British officers visit their 
properties outside the cordon.  Simi- 
larly Christians are conducted to visit 
their properties within the cordon. 


DEATH FROM LEAD POISONING. 

Mr. HALDANE (Haddington): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the proceedings on the 
2nd instant on the adjourned inquest 
on the death alleged to be from lead 
poisoning of Henry Wagstaffe, and to the 
answers of Mr. Walmsley, the factory 
inspector for the district; and whether 
he will direct Dr. Oliver and Miss Dean 
to attend the further adjourned inquest, 
and give full evidence? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe 
HOME DEPARTMENT: My attention 
has been called to the case. I will see 
that the Home Office is represented at 
the adjourned inquest, and will instruct 
Miss Dean to attend. Dr. Oliver is not 
a Government official, and I have no 
power to instruct him to attend, but I 
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Se 






































rey, 


te 
geen ' 


asec ata emacs 


ene 


— 


ee oe 


91 Trained Nurses 


his attendance if his evidence were neces- 
sary. I find, however, that it would be 
extremely inconvenient for him to come 
up to London to give evidence, and that 
he knows nothing of the particular case ; 
but I am now communicating with the 
coroner on the subject. 


QUEENSTOWN (CORK HARBOUR) 
HOSPITAL. 

Captain DONELAN : On behalf of the 
honourable Member for the Mid Division 
of Cork County I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether it 
is proposed to take any steps to improve 
the local surroundings of the Queenstown, 
Cork Harbour, Hospital; if the cases 
of enteric fever that have occurred there, 
and of which the cause is alleged to be 
undiscovered, can have arisen from defec- 
tive water supply; and if the Govern- 
ment will assist the local authorities 
in obtaining the best water supply 
available? 


Mr. BRODRICK: No complaint has 
been received either as to the local sur- 
roundings or the water supply of the 
Queenstown Hospital; only one case of 
enteric fever has occurred at Queenstown 
since January, 1896, and that was of an 
officer, and the disease was not attributed 
to defective water supply. 


RABIES IN YORKSHIRE. 

Mr. HUTTON (Yorks, Richmond) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether, as it is nearly 
eight months since a case of rabies has 
been reported in the North Riding of 
Yorkshire, he can shortly withdraw the 
Muzzling (Rabies) Order from the 
remainder of the riding? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE: The position of the 
North Riding in regard to rabies con- 
tinues to be satisfactory, and I confi- 
dently expect to be in a position to 
withdraw the Muzzling Order in force in 
that county at a very early date. 


Secretary of State for Home Department 
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Mr. HUTTON: Will the Order 
be withdrawn for all the district north 
of the Trent? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I cannot answer such 
a Question without looking at the map. 
I will communicate with my honourable 
Friend privately. 


TRAINED NURSES FOR INFIRMARIES, 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University): | 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board what progress has 
been made in carrying out the require 
ments of the Board, expressed in their 
Order of August, 1897, urging boards of 
guardians to employ trained nurses only 
in their infirmaries ; and whether it is 
within the knowledge of the Board that 
many boards of guardians have found 
great difficulty in obtaining the services 
of such nurses; and, if so, what steps 
the Local Government Board propose to 
take to supply them? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: The Order of 
August, 1897, provides that no person 
shall be appointed to the office of nurse 
without having had such practical ex- 
perience in nursing as may render her 
a fit and proper person to hold the 
office. Since the issue of that Ordez 
there has been a decided improvement 
in the nursing arrangements in many of 
the workhouses, and of the nurses ap- 
pointed an increasing proportion have 
been trained. I am aware that in con- 
sequence of the great demand for fully 
trained nurses many boards of guardians 
have found difficulty in obtaining the 
services of such nurses. The Local 
Government Board, however, have neither 
the duty nor the power to supply nurses 
for workhouses ; but they are encourag- 
ing the training of probationer nurses at 
workhouses where adequate arrangements 
exist, who will increase the available 
supply, we hope, in the future. 
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PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEE ROOMS. 

Mr. TALBOT: I beg to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether he will 
consider, during the Recess, how the 
ventilation of the Committee Rooms of 
the House can be improved, and espe 
cially whether the upper parts of the 
windows can be opened? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The ventila- 
tion of the Committee Rooms has been 
under consideration. It has been 
decided, during the Recess, to alter the 
windows 


as suggested by my right 
honourable Friend. 
CIVIL SERVICE CLERKS. 
Captain DONELAN: On behalf of 


the honourable Member for North Gal- 
way I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether, concurrently with the 
promulgation of the Order in Council 
amending the scheme of examinations for 
admission to the Civil Service, there is 
any intention on the part of the Lords of 
the Treasury to introduce any new grade 
of clerk; and, if so, what will be the 
position of the new class, having regard 
to the existing establishments? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To THE 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): I am not aware of any such 
intention, 


SECOND DIVISION CLERKS. 

Captain DONELAN: On behalf of 
the honourable Member for North Gal- 
way I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he will now be able 
to reply to the memorandum of the 
second division clerks presented to him 
by the honourable Member for Gates- 
head on behalf of that body in May last? 


Mr. HANBURY: I have already dealt 
with that memorandum in replying to a 
Question of the honourable Member on 


the 15th of July. 
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MEDITERRANEAN FLEET GUN 
PRACTICE. 

Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether he will grant a Return of 
the payments made to captains of guns 
as rewards for prize firing in the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet during the year 1896-7, 
stating the rating, the daily pay, and 
the amount of money prizes paid to each 
individual prize winner, with an abstract 
showing the percentage of prize money 
won by each rating! 
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Tus SECRETARY 10 tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macarrney, Antrim, S§.): 
There will be no objection to granting 
a Return, if the honourable and gallant 
Member will move for it in the usual 
course. 


FORESHORE RIGHTS IN ikKELAND. 

Captain DONELAN: On behalf of 
the honourable Member for the Conne 
mara Division of Galway I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the prac- 
tice at petty and quarter sessions in Ire 
land of issuing summonses for trespass 
on the foreshore, and for removing ‘ea- 
weed and drift weed therefrom, an] 
afterwards using convictions so obtainea 
as evidence of title; and whether the 
Board of Trade appears in these cases 
to represent the rights of the Crown: 
and, if not, will he issue directions for 
such appearance? 


Mr. ATKINSON: My attention has 
not been drawn to the matter referred 
to in the first paragraph. The inquiry 
in the second paragraph should more 
properly be addressed to my _ right 
honourable Friend the President of the 
Board of Trade. 


DEAL DRAINAGE. 


Captain DONELAN: On behalf of the 
honourable Member for Mid Cork I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board when the proposed new 
system of drainage at Deal, Kent, will he 
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completed ; and whether he is aware that 
Upper and Middle Deal, with a standard 
population of 1,000, are not sewered, the 
drainage being into cesspools and the 
house drainage unsatisfactory ; also, that 
in many instances disconnection of the 
interior of houses from drains and drains 
from sewers are not provided; and that 
the soil pipes are frequently unventilated? 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe [f.0CATL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: The town 
council of Deal have determined to adopt 
a new system of drainage, and the 
drainage of the whole borough will be 
provided for. With regard to the pro- 
vision of disconnecting traps and the 
ventilation of soil pipes, I am informed 
that a house-to-house inspection, under 
the supervision of a committee of the 
town council, is in progress, and that 
where nuisances are found to exist the 
necessary steps are at once taken to 
secure their abatement. 


DEAL WATER SUPPLY. 

Captain DONELAN: On behalf of the 
honourable Member for Mid Cork I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he is aware that the 
water supply to Deal, in Kent, is in 
many cases obtained from local wells, 
which from their position and structure 
are liable to surface and subsoil con- 
tamination ; and whether ‘he will cause 
inquiry to be made into the matter! 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I am informed 
by the Deal Town Council that the facts 
are not as stated in the Question. The 
local authorities of Deal and Walmer 
have recently acquired the waterworks 
undertaking, and are extending their 
mains throughout the whole district. 
Notices have been given to all persons 
having wells on their premises to dis- 
continue the use of the wells and to lay 
on the water from the waterworks. 
Where these notices are not complied 
with, and where the water has been found 
to be impure, the wells have been closed 
and the premises connected with the 
waterworks main. 


Captain Donelan. 


{ COMMONS} 


Fund Bill. 96 


ASHTON-IN-MAKERFIELD URBAN 
DISTRICT. 

Caprain DONELAN : On behalf of the 
honourable Member for Mid Cork I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern. 
ment Board whether any steps will be 
taken to improve the sanitary adminis- 
tration of the Ashton-in-Makerfield urban 
district, and whether the administration 
has been adversely reported upon ; that 
the isolation hospital is too small, and 
wanting in accommodation for two 
diseases in both sexes; that there is no 
ambulance and no disinfecting apparatus ; 
and what steps will be taken to remedy 
the alleged condition of affairs! , 


Tne PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAI, 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I have com- 
municated with the local authority for 
the Ashton-in-Makerfield district, but 
have not yet received their reply. 
Perhaps the honourable Gentleman will 
repeat the Question on Monday. 


ROYAL GUN FACTORY. 

Sim J. COLOMB: I bee to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the appointments of the first 
military assistant to act as superinten- 
dent of the Royal Gun Factory at full 
salary, and of the second military assis- 
tant to perform the duties of first military 
assistant, have been notified in the ord- 
nance factories; and, if so, when? 


Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: Perhaps: 
the honourable and gallant Gentleman 
will allow me to answer this Question. 
I do not quite understand it, but I have 
already stated that the arrangement 
referred to is only a temporary one ; and 
no formal notification is necessary. 


IRISH LOAN FUND BILL. 

Mr. E. MHUGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if it is the intention of the 
Government early next year to reintro- 
duce the Irish Loan Fund Bill, and push 
it rapidly through all its stages, seeing 
that it cannot conveniently be passed in 
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the present Session; and will he under- 
take to have its scope enlarged so that 
poor depositors may have some chance 
of recovering the amounts they honestly 
invested in the Loan Funds? 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is the intention 
of the Government to re-introduce this 
Bill next year, but obviously I cannot 
now give an undertaking respecting its 
passage. The Bill facilitates the re- 
covery from borrowers of sums equitably 
due by them to loan fund societies, which 
is absolutely necessary for the protection 
of depositors. The question whether any 
legislation beyond this is necessary in 
the interests of the latter will be con- 
sidered. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD AND THE 
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. 

Sm W. HARCOURT (Monmouthshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether the School Board of London 
made a written application to the Educa- 
tion Department, by letter of 30th July, 
1897, stating that, in view of the defi- 
ciency and the pressure for school places 
in the district of East Lambeth W. and 
X., the Board were of opinion that the 
question as to the provision of per- 
manent accommodation should be delayed 
no longer, and asking authority for a 
site in order ‘to erect a new school; 
whether, on 18th August, 1897, the Edu- 
cation Department, by letter, authorised 
the School Board to secure a site in 
either sub-divisions W. or X. of East 
Lambeth ; whether, acting on this letter 
in November, 1897, the School Board 
advertised their intention to take Par- 
liamentary powers to acquire a site in 
Cuthill Road, being situated in sub- 
division W.; whether, on 30th April, 
1898, the Education Department drew 
up a Provisional Order Bill including the 
Cuthill Road site, stating that they had 
caused inquiries to be made locally as to 
the propriety of the Order in regard to 
the sites ; whether he will state st. whose 
instance, and for what reasen, after the 
Bill had passed through a Select. Com- 
mittee of the House of:Lords, and ‘the: 
Unopposed Committee of the. House f 





97 London School Board and {4 Auaust 1898} the Education Department. 93 


Commons, the Education Department 
struck this site out of the Bill; and 
whether he gave any notice to the School 
Board of his intention to strike out the 
site which had been authorised, or sub- 
sequently informed the Board of his 
action, or the reasons on which it was 
founded? 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): Before 
the right honourable Gentleman answers 
may I, as a member of the London School 
Board, ask if it is not the fact that the 
Department have already addressed a 
letter to the Board, disclaiming any dis- 
courtesy, and expressing in suitable 
terms regret that notice was not given 
of the intended change, also intimating 
the intention to intimate such changes 
in future? 


Sir J. GORST: The statements in the 
first four paragraphs are correct. The 
Education Department struck out the 
site on its own responsibility, on repre- 
sentations from the district affected, 
which were communicated to the Depart- 
ment by the honourable Member for the 
Peckham Division of Camberwell. The 
reason for so doing was that the Depart- 
ment considered itself bound by the 
transactions of 1896. not to sanction the 
site until the temporary schools had 
received an adequate trial. No previous 
notice, as I have before stated, was given 
to the London School Board, as time did 
not admit of it. The Board has been 
subsequently informed of the action of 
the Department and the reasons for it. 
In answer to the Member for West Brad- 
ford I have to say that the Department 
has expressed its regret to the School 
Board that no previous notice could be 
given, and on future occasions notice 
will be given unless unforeseen emer- 
gencies should prevent it. 


Sirk W. HARCOURT: May I ask why, 
in the circumstances, the Education De- 
partment on 18th August authorised the 
School Board to secure a site in the 
localities mentioned? 


Sir J. GORST: I do not know that 
‘that drises-out cf the Question. No 
tacubé* ihe’ Education Department was 
responsible for the letter written on 
‘Sth Anigust;' bit I’ explained to the 
House’ on a former occasion that the 
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transaction did not come to the know- 
ledge of the heads of the Department 
until a very short time before the Bill 
came before the Committee of the House 
of Commons. 


Bounties on 


MAYOR OF THETFORD v. COUNTY 
COUNCIL OF NORFOLK 

Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether his attention 
has been called to the decision of the 
Court of Appeal, given on the 25th in- 
stant in the case of the Mayor of Thetford 
v. the County Council of Norfolk, declar- 
ing that small boroughs must contribute 
to county rate without receiving contri- 
bution to the expense of administering 
justice ; and whether, in view of the fact 
that numerous small boroughs and county 
councils have since 1888 acted upon a 
decision of the High Court thereby over- 
ruled, he will consider the expediency 
of introducing legislation to declare or 
enact that what ‘has hitherto been be- 
lieved to be law, and been acted upon 
accordingly, should henceforth be the 
law ? 


THe PRESIDENT or rHe LOCA‘. 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I am aware cf 
the decision which was given a few days 
since by the Court of Appeal in the 
case referred to. The subject will receive 
my consideration. 


NATIONAL MONUMENT TO 
MR. GLADSTONE. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if he has decided to whom 
the commission for the national monu- 
ment of the late Mr. Gladstone shall be 
entrusted? 


Tue FIRST LORD 
SURY (Mr. 
FE.) : 


oF THE TREA- 
A. J. Batrovr, Meas hester, 
I have to say that Mr. Brevk’ RA, 


has been entrusted with the execution of 
the monument o* M:, 
minster Abbey. 


‘Sir J. Gorst. 


Gladstone’ in’ West- 
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LANDSLIPS ON THE NORFOLK 
COAST. 

Mr. BROADHURST: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether his 
attention has been called to the serious 
extent of landslip on the north-east coast 
of Norfolk during the last few months ; 
and whether the Government will, if 
asked, place at the disposal of the local 
authority any expert advice it may desire 
as to means to be taken to prevent the 
alarming and increasing destruction of 
property in that district? 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: My attention has been drawn 
to the rather alarming facts alluded to in 
the Question, and the Board of: Trade 
inform me that they are prepared to 
send down, if necessary, an officer of 
the Department to inspect the locality 
and confer with the local authorities on 
the subject. More than that it is im- 
possible to do. 


IRISH BUTTER INDUSTRY. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Roscommon, N.): I 
bee to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether Her Majesty’s Government 
will guarantee for 10 years three per 
cent. on a capital of £750,000 to be 
applied to the establishment of central 
butter factories in Ireland? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY: The answer to this Question is. 
in the negative. 


BOUNTIES ON COLONIAL PRODUCE. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether, in view of the fact that 
the Dominion Government and _ the 
Governments of some of the British Aus- 
tralasian Colonies give a bounty on 


, several of their agricultural products, 


Her “Majéiy’s ‘Government contemplates 
the ymbsduition of a countervailing duty 
on such beunty-fed products imported 
, into the Untied ‘Kingdom, in order to 
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protect British and Irish agriculturists 
against this fiscal arrangement? 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: The answer to this Question is 
in the negative. 


BRITISH LOSSES IN THE ARMENIAN 
MASSACRES. 

Mr. H. ROBERTS: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether Her Majesty’s Ministers 
have considered the reply of the Porte, 
received at the Foreign Office on 24th 
July, repudiating all responsibility for 
the losses sustained by British subjects 
during the Armenian massacres ; and, if 
so, whether he will state what action 
they propose to take in reference to it? 


Mr. CURZON: Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment must consider the course that they 
will pursue in consultation with the 
other Governments who are similarly in- 
terested in the matter; but I shall not, 
during the present Session, be able to 
make any announcement as to the pro- 
cedure that may be adopted. 


ATTENDANTS AT SOUTH KENSINGTON 
MUSEUM. 

Mr. WHITMORE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he is 
aware that the Select Committee on 
Museums has found itself unable to in- 
quire into the grievances of the atten- 
dants and messengers at the South Ken- 
sington Museum; whether their com- 
plaints of the unequal and inequitable 
operation of the principle upon which 
Her Majesty’s Treasury have lately as- 
sessed their pensions are not supported 
by the official heads of their Department 
and by the Committee of Council on 
Education ; and whether, under these 
circumstances, he will take steps to 
remedy the evils complained of! 


Mr. HANBURY: Pensions are awarded 
to the museum attendants and messen- 
eers in accordance with conditions laid 
down when they were admitted to super- 
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annuation in 1891. The acceptance of 
those conditions was purely voluntary. 
Representations as to their effect have 
from time to time been made to the 
Treasury, who have found no justification 
for disturbing the settlement which was 
arrived at after a discussion extending 
over several years. 


IMPERIAL PENNY POSTAGE. 

Lorp BALCARRES: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether, 
should need arise for a special penny 
stamp for Imperial purposes, he will con- 
sider the advisability of holding an open 
competition in order to secure a tho- 
roughly suitable design? 


Mr. HANBURY: It is not in contem- 
plation to provide a special stamp for 
Imperial penny postage, as there is an 
existing stamp for the penny rate. If the 
need did arise for a special stamp, the 
best means of obtaining a suitable design 
would be carefully considered. 


CONSULAR REPORTS. 

Lorp BALCARRES : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether proof sheets of consular 
Reports are sent abroad to the compilers 
for correction before being issued to the 
public in this country? 


Mr. CURZON : It used to be the prae- 
tice to.send the proof sheets of consular 
Reports to the authors when in Europe 
for correction, but in view of the delay 
involved the practice has now been dis- 
continued for two years, and is only 
resorted to in exceptional cases, or where 
discrepancies occur which cannot be 
reconciled without such reference. 


INDIAN EDUCATIONAL SERVICE. 

Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banffshire) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India, native Indians being and having 
always been eligible for appointments 
to the superior educational service of 
India, will he state the number of appli- 
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cations for such appointments received 
from native Indians since the appoint- 
ment of Mr. P. Mukerjee in 1881, and 
give the names of the applicants and the 
result of their applications; and has 
any single native been appointed to one 
of these posts since Mr. P. Mukerjee was 
appointed in 1881? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: No record has been kept of 
applications for educational appoint- 
ments, whether by natives of India or 
others, such matters having been treated 
as personal by each successive Secretary 
of State. I am therefore unable to give 
the information asked for in the first 
part of this Question. As regards the 
second part of it, I cannot say how many 
natives have been appointed since 1881, 


but the number is not large. 
* 


FINANCIAL RELATIONS BETWEEN 

GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: On behalf 
of the Member for Dublin County, North, 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether he will give, in detail, in 
the form of a Return or otherwise, the 
figures on which he based his calculation 
regarding the financial position of Ire- 
land in his recent speech on the financial 
relations between that country and Great 
Britain? 
FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
I could not supply the figures 
in the form of a Return. They were 
figures arranged for controversial pur- 
poses, and it is not convenient to present 
figures so dealt with in a Parliamentary 
Return. But I ‘believe that all the in- 
formation of which I made use is to be 
found in the existing Returns before the 
House, and I have been informed that 
the speech to which the honourable Mem- 
ber refers is going to be printed, and if 
that is done the tables on which the 
speech was based will be published with 
it. 


THE 
SURY: 


COURSE OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. H. ROBERTS: When is it in- 
ended to take the Indian Budget? 
Sir W. Wedderburn. 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tos TREA- 
SURY: The Indian Budget will be taken 
after the Committee stage of the Appro- 
priation Bill, probably on this day week. 


Mr. PIRIE: When is the Local Taxa- 
tion (Scotland) Bill likely to be taken! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: It is very desirable that the 
Committee stage of the Local Taxation 
Account (Scotland) Bill should be taken 
to-night, for if it is not I am afraid there 
will be no escape from a Saturday 
sitting, and it would be rather a pity 
that the House should be called upon 
to discuss on Saturday a Bill which has 
been thrashed out and which ought not to 
require much further discussion. 


Mr. MONK (Gloucester): When in 
Supply to-morrow will the Votes in 
clauses 3 and 4 be put down in their 
order ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: That must depend on the pro- 
gress made to-night. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. — 


SUPPLY (20TH Attotrrep Day). 


The House went into Committee of 
Supply. Mr. Jzsse Cotumes (Bir- 
mingham, Bordesley) took the Chair. 


Crvin Service Estimates, 1898-9. 


£272,887 for superannuation and retir- 
ing, compensation, and compassionate 


allowances. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): I 
desire to know whether this is a Home 
Office or a Foreign Office matter, and 
whether it could not have been classed 
with Vote 1. I see that there is also an 
additional and supplementary Estimate. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): According 
to the Notice Paper, we should be con- 
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sidering Vote 1, Class 3, and you are now 
taking Vote 1, Class 6. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: If the honourable 
Member will look at page 12 he will see 
that we are taking them exactly as put 
down. 


Mr. DILLON: It is not exactly as put 
down, because it says— 


“including additional and 


estimates.” 


supplementary 


Therefore we should be taking Class 3, 
Votes 1 to 9. 


THe CHAIRMAN: We are taking 
them exactly in the order as on tho 
Paper. 


Mr. DILLON: I respectfully submit 
that you are not taking them in order. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: This Vote is being 
taken in precisely the same order in 
which it is put down. 


At this stage Mr. J. W. Lowruer 
(Cumberland, Penrith) took the Chair. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I should like to 
know what the arrangement with the 
House of Lords is. I should like to know 
why this small sum of compensation 
allowance should appear on this Vote, 
and why the House of Lords did not 
deduct that sum themselves in the usual 
way before handing it to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. Another point which I 
desire to call attention to is the 
enormous disparity between the super- 
annuation allowances in the case of Eng- 
land, Ireland, and Scotland. The total 
sum here in the case of Ireland is 
£17,000, and when we refer to the cor- 
responding entry with regard to Scot- 
land the amount is only £15,000. 
Therefore I think that we are fairly 
entitled to ask for some little explanation 
why there exists this enormous disparity 
of £17,000 for Ireland and only £15,000 
in the case of Scotland. There is another 
item to which I wish to call attention, 
and that is the allowances with regard 
to the police courts of London. Everyone 
knows that, so far as police courts are 
concerned in the country, they are main- 
tained as a local charge; take Glasgow, 
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Manchester, and everywhere except the 
Metropolis in the United Kingdom, and 
we find that the local ratepayers provide 
their own police courts and pay the 
expenses of their magistrates. Well, I do 
think that it is most unreasonable that in 
the case of the Metropolis, which is the 
wealthiest portion of the Empire, it 
should have nearly £5,000 a year out of 
the Imperial funds for the purpose of 
superannuating the police and magis- 
trates within the metropolitan area. I 
venture to say that that is a matter 
which should not be allowed. We objected, 
in the case of the metropolitan buildings, 
to the salaries of magistrates, and 
expenses of the metropolitan police force, 
and these matters were then moved off 
the Estimates, and we all know how it 
was done. Unfortunately, there is still 
a feeling with regard to these Estimates 
that the sum of £5,000 a year for the 
metropolitan police courts should not be 
allowed out ofthe Imperial funds. Well, 
I think we are clearly entitled to point 
out in matters where Scotland comes into 
collision with the Imperial Treasury that 
here you are taking out of the Imperial 
funds a sum of £5,000 a year for pur- 
poses which, in the case of Scotland, and 
every other provinical town and city in 
the Empire, is paid out of the local rates. 
Well, there is another matter to which I 
would direct the attention of the Com- 
mittee more particularly, besides what 
I have already stated, and that is the 
great disparity between the superannua- 
tion allowances in the case of Scotland 
as compared more particularly with the 
case of Ireland, or with the case of Eng- 
land generally, and it is only by calling 
attention to these matters upon the Esti- 
mates, as they are passing through our 
hands, that we can really impress upon 
the House the importance of these Votes 
and the importance of this fact, that in the 
case of Scotland we are getting nothing 
like our fair share of the Estimates 
out of the Imperial funds, whereas, on the 
contrary, in the case of Ireland, you are 
giving £17,000 and only £15,000 for 
Scotland; and whilst the cost of the 
police in Scotland and other places is 
paid for out of the local rates, in London 
you are paying £5,000 a year for that 
purpose out of Imperial funds. Now I think 
that we ought to have some explanation 
of this matter, and whenever these 
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matters come up I shall always call atten- 
tion to this great disparity so far as che 
Imperial Treasury is concerned. 


Mr. DILLON: [again call attention 19 
the extraordinary rule of your predecessor 
in the Chair this evening, because I think 
that Vote 1, Class 3, should have been 
taken first; but, of course, I bow to the 
superior judgment of the honourable 
Gentleman the Member for the Bordesley 
Division, and I will now take this oppor- 
tunity of raising a point of great 
importance on this particular Vote. I 
allude to the sums which are set down 
under the head of retiring superannua- 
tion allowances for certain resident 
magistrates in Ireland. I confess to a cer- 
tain amount of ignorance on this subject, 
because Ido not know under what regula- 
tions the resident magistrates’ salaries 
are fixed in Ireland. I do not think that 
they come under the regular rulés for 
service, and, judging from the amounts at 
which some of these superannuation 
allowances are fixed, they must come 
under a much more favourable scale than 
the one which is generally adopted. 
Now, the two points which I desire to 
raise are, first of all, the general point 
that it appears to me that the super- 
annuation allowances are much too high 
in proportion to the number of years of 
service and the amount of their salaries ; 
and, secondly, I wish to draw attention 
to some extraordinary discrepancies 
which appear to me to be impossible to 
account for in the superannuation allow- 
ances of certain individuals. I take one 
as an instance: that of Sir O. R. Slacke, 
a divisional commissioner. His years of 
service are 29, and his age is only 60. 
His salary was £1,000 a year, and his 
retiring allowance is £650 a year. I will 
suppose for illustration that £650 is the 
very utmost and fullest retiring allow- 
ance that could be allowed if he had 
served his 40 years, or whatever the full 
term of service is which entitles a civil 
servant to the full amount of his pen- 
sion. Well, as I have stated, at 60 years 
of age he retired, and he got a pension of 
£650 a year upon a salary of £1,000 per 
annum, which, I believe, had only been re- 
cently increased. Now, I compare his case 
with that of another official. In another 


case a man retires at the age of 65, after 
24 years’ service, and he gets £382 10s 
Mr Caldwell. 
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a year, which appears to me to be con- 
siderably small. Another still more re- 
markable case is this. Take the instanc- 
of Mr. G. MacCarthy, another resident 
magistrate. He retires at 65 years of 
age, and he has 41 years’ service to his 
credit, which is the full amount of ser- 
vice which entitles him to a pension. His 
salary was £675 per annum, and he gets 
£403 6s. 8d. as a retiring allowance. He 
also has a pension of £22 a year out 
of the Constabulary Vote. Now, a re 
tiring allowance of £403 a year bears 
somewhat the same proportion to a £675 
salary as £650 does to £1,000. Now, 
I want to know upon what principle these 
retiring allowances are made up. Why 
should a man with only 29 years’ service 
and at 60 years of age get the same pro- 
portion of retiring allowance as a man 
at 65 with 41 years of service? 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I 
desire to ask a question with regard to 
the amount of £700 put down for com- 
pensation. It was originally, I think, 
£449, but the amount put down now is 
the same this year as last year, namely, 
£700. I would like to ask (if all this 
money has been required, and is it neces- 
sary to have this grant now in view of 
the applications that will be made under 
the Act. I should like to know if the 
right honourable Gentleman the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury can give us any in- 
formation as to whether the Government 
will make any provision this year for 
claims that may arise under the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, or if the 
Government intend to take any steps 
with regard to it. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorks, W.R., Keigh- 
ley): I would like to ask the right 
honourable Gentleman to explain the 
allowance with regard to foreign 
refugees. 


*Mr. HANBURY (Preston): That is 
in the next Vote. 


Mr. BRIGG: Then I will reserve my 
questions. 


*Mr. HANBURY: In reply to the 
honourable Member for Islington I believe 
that this amount of £700 for Compas- 
sionate Fund grants payable by the Trea 
sury as a matter of fact in most years has 
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not been exhausted. I am not quite 
sure how much was spent last year or the 
year before, but if the honourable Gentle- 
man will put a question on the Paper I 
will give him the fullest information on 
the subject, but I cannot be expected to 
carry about with me the amount which 
has been spent in previous years. Already 
a Workmen’s Compensation scheme has 
been drawn up by the Treasury, but, as 
the honourable Member is aware, such 
schemes have to receive the approval of 
the Registrar of Friendly Societies, and 
we have not yet received his sanction. Of 
course, when that is received, the matter 
will be fully considered. 


Mr. LOUGH: Will the workmen be 
compelled to adopt that scheme? 


*Mr. HANBURY: No; they will have 
the choice of either taking compensation 
under the Act. or under the Treasury 
scheme. 


Mr. LOUGH: And no pressure will be 
exercised ! 


*Mr. HANBURY: No. The honour- 
able Member also asked a question with 
regard to the superannuation of certain 
resident magistrates in Ireland. Now, 
the superannuation of these magistrates 
depends on what principle their salaries 
are fixed, but it does not fall upon the 
British Treasury, and it is rather a matter 
for the Irish Office. But with regard to 
their pensions I can say that the same 
principle is adopted as in regard to the 
rest of the Civil Service, and the amount 
of pension depends entirely upon the num- 
ber of years which they have served. If 
they have served 40 years, then they are 
entitled to 40-60ths of their salary. No 
doubt, Sir O. R. Slacke’s pension seems 
large in proportion to what he should 
apparently receive in relation to the 
number of years of actual service. But in 
the case of Resident Magistrates in Ire- 
land, I may point out that there is power 
to add 10 years to their service on 
account of professional qualifications. 
With regard to the question raised 
by the honourable Member for Mid 
Lanark as to the charges for the 
metropolitan police courts, I think 
he is aware that there has been a 
change with regard to the payment of 
the annual expenses by these metropolitan 
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police courts. They were very largely 
cut down, and the charge now on the 
Imperial Exchequer is very much smaller 
than it was. That change took place last 
year. Of course, it is only right, as 
the Imperial Treasury were liable for 
these salaries up toacertain date, that it 
should bear the cost of the pensions of 
the men who are pensioned before that 
date, and that is ail which now appears 
on this Superannuation Vote. Naturally 
as the salaries of these officers and officials 
have been, as a rule, with the exception 
of Bow Street, transferred to the rates, 
no future pensions will be chargeable in 
this respect upon this Vote. Then the 
honourable Member for Mid Lanark has 
complained as to the unfair proportion 
of superannuation allowance drawn by 
Scotland as compared with Ireland 
and England. Again, I may point out 
that these superannuation allowances are 
all given upon a definite basis, but that 
is not a question which arises on this 
Vote. It may possibly be raised on other 
Votes, where actual salaries are involved, 
but all that this Vote deals with is the 
question of superannuation to those per- 
sons who have been receiving certain 
salaries. The way in which this Vote 
works is entirely automatic, and I do not 
think it is in order here to discuss how 
many officials there should be in Scot- 
land or in England. This is merely a 
question of the pensions which follow 
naturally upon those salaries, and I do 
not think, as I have said before, that a 
general discussion can be raised upon 
this matter. 


Mr. DILLON: The answer given by 
the right honourable Gentleman does not 
meet the difficulty I am in, and he did 
not attempt to answer my question. The 
right honourable Gentleman seems to 
have failed to master the peculiarities of 
Irish administration. These pensions to 
Irish resident magistrates were given on 
the same system, we assume, as was the 
case in the Civil Service in England. 
Now, Sir, what I complain of is that 
it is plain upon the face of these Esti 
mates that that is not the case. Let us 
examine again this Estimate, and it will 
then be manifest to anybody that it is 
not the same system as that of the Civil 
Service in this country. In point of fact 
there appears to be no system at all on 
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which these retiring allowances are fixed. 
First of all, take the case of Sir O. R. 
Slacke. He is only 60 years of age, and 
yet he is set down in the column giving 
the cause of his retirement as “age.” 
4vow, 1 never heard of an official retiring 
at 60 years of age. There was the case 
of a man retiring at 56, but he was in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature, and the 
cause of his retirement was ill-health. I 
find no other entry on account of age. 
I find one man’s age is put down at 8&1, 
but all those who have retired on account 
of age, with this one exception I have 
mentioned, are about 65 years of age. 
But Sir O. R. Slacke has retired on 
account of age, and his service is only 
29 years and his salary was £1,000. 
Now, I put it to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, what would be the retiring 
allowance of a man, under the Civil 
Service system in this country, with a 
salary of £1,000 and 29 years’ service? 
I assume that it would be under £500 
a year. Now, why does this particular 
gentleman get £650? 


*Mr. HANBURY: I have promised to 
furnish the honourable Member with all 
the particulars. 


Mr. DILLON: I think the Attorney 
General for Ireland might have replied 
if he had been in his place. G. 
MacCarthy has given 41 years’ service, 
but he gets a less retiring allowance on 
the same scale, although he is 65 years 
of age. Now, if he had got his proper 
retiring allowance for 41 years’ service 
he would have received £492. So that 
Mr. Slacke, who has only half the service 
of Mr. MacCarthy, has got a pension on 
a much higher scale than the man who 
served 41 years. That appears to me to 
be a great injustice, and it is a system of 
payment which is not in accordance with 
any rule; and what makes it to me more 
obnoxious and disgusting is that these 
gentlemen are judges in the service of 
the Crown. If the Executive Govern- 
ment have been surveying the careers of 
these gentlemen in Ireland and have been 
portioning out their salaries according to 
the extent to which they have made 
themselves agreeable to the executive, 
then I say that it is a most monstrous 
system. [I intended to take a Vote upon 


this question, but as the right honour- 
Mr. Dillon. 
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able Gentleman says that he will investi- 
gate the case I will not do so under the 
circumstances. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I have not gathered from the right 
honourable Gentleman what is the age 
at which a person is allowed to retire. 


*Mr. HANBURY: It is at 60 years. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Then everyone, 
whether ill or not, has a perfect right 
to retire at 60 and take his superannua- 
tion allowance. Well, I do think that 
that is a very bad system, and I think 
that the age ought to be somewhat 
higher. Is the amount of his pension 
depending upon the number of years of 
his service? 


*Mr. HANBURY: Yes; but I believe 
that at 65 he can retire, but the longest 
period he is allowed to serve is when he 
is 70 years of age. Most of these cases 
have arisen in regard to the Law Courts ; 
and both in England and in Ireland the 
Treasury have very little control over 
either the salaries or the pensions of 
these officials. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I hope the right 
honourable Gentleman will look into this 
matter of the pensions, because 60 years 
of age is a somewhat early age to receive 
such a large pension. One officer retires 
at 60. He has been getting a salary of 
£2,400 a year, and now he gets a pension 
of £1,300. Surely some inquiry ought 
to be made into this case. Well, now, 
with regard to what fell from the right 
honourable Gentleman with respect to 
the London police courts. The right 
honourable Gentleman said that it would 
not be fair that the pensions granted 
before the change was made, by 
which the expense was thrown upon 
London, should cease to be paid by the 
Treasury. It seems to me, however, only 
natural that, after we have an arrange 
ment by which the salaries should no 
longer be paid by the Treasury, the same 
arrangement should also apply to the 
pensions. 


*Mr. HANBURY: These pensions refer 
to the class of officers who are still in 
the pay of the Imperial Treasury. As 
the honourable Member well knows, we 
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are still going on paying salaries in cer- 
tain cases in metropolitan police courts. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Now, there are 
half a dozen chief clerks, and I should 
like to know if we pay them. I would 
also point out that this pension of £1,000 
a year to Mr. Newton has been given 
since the change referred to was made. 
Surely, if we have come to an agreement 
by which these police courts should be 
thrown upon the rates of London we 
ought not to grant a pension of £1,000 
per annum to that gentleman. ‘I do 
not quite see the point raised here by 
my honourable Friend. I could under- 
stand it if the gentleman was suffering 
from ill-health, but there is no allegation 
of that kind in this case. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I do not think that 
the answer of the Secretary to the 
Treasury is at all satisfactory with 
regard to these police courts. He 
would lead the Committee to be- 
lieve that these charges are no 
longer to be put upon the Imperial 
Estimates, and that there are no charges 
now upon the Imperial Estimates with 
regard to these metropolitan police 
courts except the residue of these pen- 
sions. I suppose that the Secretary to 
the Treasury will not deny that the pre- 
sent salaries of these magistrates are paid 
by the Treasury at the present moment. 
He will not deny that although there 
has been an arrangement made whereby 
to some extent these charges have been 
taken off the Estimates, on the other hand, 
however, by a little circumlocution these 
charges appear again on the Estimates, 
and the police ara ncw charged separately 
and a certain amount of the Imperial 
Exchequer is now paid into the Police 
Fund in relief of these police courts, 
which are not changed one whit from 
what they were before. Now, the argu- 
ment of the Secretary to the Treasury 
is that these charges in the future had 
to be borne by the metropolitan rates. 
Now, if that were a sound argument it 
would also apply to these pensions. 
Merely because for the past number of 
years we have been paying money that 
we ought not to have paid, because we 
have been paying pensions that ought 
to have been paid out of the local rates, 
you now adopt it as a principle and an 
argument for continuing these pensions 
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here, that because you have paid them 
in the past you must go on pay- 
ing them in the future. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I do not think that 
the honourable Member can have looked 
at the Estimates. He has stated that 
all the figures in the Estimates as pen- 
sions are actually paid by the Treasury, 
but it is nothing of the sort, for many 
of them have been transferred to tha 
Police Fund. The figures show a decrease 
of £2,141 in the amount paid by the 
Treasury. If the honourable Member 
will look closely at the Estimates he will 
see that they are not actually being 
paid out of this Vote, but they have 
to be put down for reference to a pre 
vious year, but they have all been trans- 
ferred. 


Mr. CALDWELL: On page 449 the 
Committee will see all the salaries for 
1889, 1887, 1888, but the exact amount 
makes no difference, for the principle 
is the same. I lay no stress upon the 
amount, but it is a question of principle 
that I am contending for. I say that, 
so far, you have admitted the principle, 
although in practice you have not carried 
it out. You have only made half the 
transfer so far as the Imperial Treasury 
is concerned, but in principle you have 
edmitted that these charges ars 
to be local in London in the metropolitan 
area, as they are throughout the pro- 
vinces. Merely because the Imperial 
Parliament last year and years previously 
paid a sum which it ought not to have 
paid, simply because we have paid these 
superannuation allowances in the past, 
that is no argument why they should 
continue to pay that unjust sum, what 
ever the sum is. 


*Mr. HANBURY: It is quite clear from 
the Estimates that we do not pay them. 


Mr. CALDWELL: There are certain 
charges included in these Estimates. 


*Mr. HANBURY: The whole thing is: 
very clear. The honourable Member is 
perfectly right in saying that ali these 
salaries of the metropolitan police courts: 
this year, or the year befcre, fall upon 
the Vote. With regard to the new 
arrangement which is to be made, it was: 
felt that to a great extent these were- 
local courts, the charges for which ought 
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to fall upon the rates, and all that we 
are paying for now are charges in respect 
of two or three courts, such as Bow 
Street, for instance, because there is a 
good deal of extradition business done 
there. Itis only the courts where mat- 
ters which may be fairly described as 
Imperial questions are tried that are now 
‘charged upon the Treasury. 


*Sir_ J. LUBBOCK (London  Uni- 

versity): The London members had no 
notice that this question was going to be 
raised; in our judgment London ‘has 
been somewhat hardly dealt with in the 
matter of the police courts. The Com- 
mittee wili remember that the subject has 
had very careful consideration, and as 
the right ‘honourable Gentleman the 
Member fee Wolverhampton pointed out 
last year on the same Vote, the matter 
has been thoroughly gone into and settled 
as satisfactory. Under these cireum- 
stances I hope the Committee will sup- 
port the Government in this matter. 


Mr. BRIGG: I do not know whether 
this is the ordinary way in which this 
House conducts its business so as to pass 
on this pension of £1,000 a year. I would 
like to draw the attention of the Com- 
mittee to this fact, because I do not 
krow how far we are prepared to allow 
these pensions. I think we ought to 
be careful to see that the Treasury is 
not saddled by pensions which ought to 
be paid by the local authorities. | 


*Mr. HANBURY: I have undertaken 
to obtain the information asked for. 


Mr. CALDWELL: There is one ques- 
tion which arises, and that is, that the 
sum included under this Vote ix not 
necessarily all for the Civil Service accord- 
ing to the scale. ‘here are other pen- 
sions granted which are not under the 
‘Civil Service Vote. These are matters 
which at another time may be the sub- 
ject of comment. I believe there is 
practically no obligation on the part of 
the Treasury to give these allowances, 
and increased allowances, by the Depar:- 
ment, except upon the recommendations 
of the Treasury. I make that observa- 
tion with reference to the point under 
discussion, because Scotland does not 


get her full proportion according to the 
‘Civil Service Estimates, 


Mr. Hanbury. 


because these 
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amounts for the police are not granted 
to Scotland ; that is why I call attention 


to the disparity existing, because the 
feeling I have is that in Scotland we are 
made liable for these metropolitan pen- 
sions and superannuation allowances, 
although we are not near enough to Lon- 
don to derive any advantage from it. We 
have not the same facilities for getting 
pensions as you have in the case of Enz- 
land and Ireland, and that is why the 
disparity is so much greater. 


Question put. 
Vote agreed to. 


Motion made— 


“That a sum not exceeding £2,630 be 
granted to Her Majesty to complete the sum 
tor Merchant Seamen's Fund Pensions.” 


Question put. 


Agreed to. 


Motion made— 


“That a sum not exceeding £793 be granted 
to Her Majesty to complete the sum neces- 
sary to defray the charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3ist of March, 1899, for certain mis- 
cellaneous charitable and other allowances in 
Great Britain.” 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: There are really 
several very remarkable charges in this 
Vote. For instance, we are asked to pay 
to the Corporation of Berwick £90 for 
the repairing of a bridge. Now, North- 
ampton is considered to be a very 
respectable town, but we do not come 
and ask Parliament to give us an allow- 
ance for repairing our bridges. The next 
item I see is one of £89 to the 
Bishop of Sodor and Man, which is to be 
distributed amongst the schoolmasters 
and incumbents of the island. Now, 
one of the charms of the Isle of Man is 
that they enjoy full Home Rule at the 
present moment. If so, then why are 
they to come here to us and ask us to 
pay £89 to their incumbents? It is a 
monstrous thing that Parliament should 
pay £89 to be distributed in this way. 
Then there is another item of £175 per 
annum granted as a compassionate allow- 
ance to the Corporation of London for 
the loss of the Middlesex shrievalty. 
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Now, what in the name of goodness does 
this mean! Why are we called upon to 
pay this wealthy and corrupt Corporation 
of London £175! All these little things 
creep into the Estimates, and nobody 
takes the trouble to look into them. I 
think that we ought to oppose these sort 
of grants, and I desire to have some expla- 
nation of these three items for the 
borough of Berwick, the Bishop of Sodor 
and Man, and the Corporation of London. 


Mr. BRIGG: There are some very 
curious questions involved in this Vote. 
I wish now to ask my question relating 
to the foreign refugees, to whom we are 
paying £60. I do not know whether 
these refugees are still living, but these 
pensions have been kept alive up 
to the present time, and I should like 
to have some information about them. 
Well, I am astonished to hear that there 
are five children still in existence receiv- 
ing £130 a year. I fail to see the con- 
nection here between these five children 
and the British Army. I have been 
looking up my history, and I find that 
the last time our Army was in Spain was 
in 1812. Now, why cannot these 
“children” be sent to earn their own 
living! At any rate, I think it is 
desirable that there should be some 
inquiry into the matter. 


’ 


*Mr. HANBURY: I confess that some 
of these Votes are of a rather peculiar 
nature. With regard to these foreign 
refugees, I must say that when I was in 
opposition I was much struck with a 
good many of these pensions, and I made 
a point of looking into them, because 1 
had great doubts whether many of those 
persons were alive. I have had careful 
inquiry made, and have satisfied myself 
that they are actually alive. Take the 
first case, that of the Polish refugee. I 
find that he is 85 years of age, and lives 
at Londonderry. He has received his 
allowance since 1837. We are bound under 
the regulations to give him his pension. 
Of the other five persons who are men- 
tioned—the distressed Spaniards—they 
are not so old. There again. there is no 
doubt of their existence ; and their ages 
vary from 66 to 70. Very careful 
inquiries have been made, and there is 
no doubt whatever that they are entitled 
to this pension. I will tell the honour- 
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able Gentleman exactly how this item 
occurs. My information is this: that the 
charge for the relief of the Spanish 
refugees was first made in 1824; in 1825 
considerable additions were made; and 
in 1826 the allowances amounted to over 
£1,500 per month. Subsequently, in 
1832, the charity meted out to the 
refugees became less, as they began to 
return to their own country, until now 
the present recipients of those pensions 
receive, two of them, from £2 8s. to 
£3 2s. per month. So much for the 
history of the distressed Spaniards. 


Mr. WOODALL (Hanley): Before 
the right honourable Gentleman leaves 
this question I would like to ask him if 
he is satisfied of the identity of these 
pensioners. 


*Mr. HANBURY: The inquiries have 
been very carefully pursued, and, while 
it is more difficult to discover the 
identity of a Spaniard than that of an 
Englishman, still there is no reason to 
suspect the identity of these Spaniards. 
The honourable Member for Northamp- 
ton has asked why we should pay this 
sum of £90 9s. to the Corporation of 
Berwick every year for the repair of the 
bridge. Well, we are obliged to do it 
in consequence of an Act passed in the 
reign of Charles II., who was good enough 
to make a grant of £100 to the Corpora- 
tion. In the reign of George IV. there 
was a transfer of the grant to the Votes 
executed, and what followed was that we 
have been bound ever since to contribute 
the cost-of repairing this bridge ; but the 
Treasury, with a view of future economy, 
refuses to pay this £90 9s. unless it 
is proved by the Corporation that they 
have spent the money on the bridge. 
Accordingly, the Corporation send a 
return showing exactly what amount has 
actually been spent on it ; and what they 
have spent we refund, within the maxi- 
mum grant. The honourable Member for 
Northampton was also curious as to this 
payment to the incumbents and school- 
masters in the Isle of Man. Well, there 
again, we have to thank the benevolence 
of Charles II. for that sign of his favour. 
He charged the Civil List £100 “to be 
employed and disposed towards the main- 
tenance of such poor ministers in the Isle 
of Man as shall be found to stand in most 
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need thereof.” Four-fifths of that amount 
goes to 11 ministers, and one-fifth to 
certain schools, In 1831 the charge was 
transferred to the Votes; and the Bishop 
of Sodor and Man is responsible to the 
Treasury for its proper distribution. 
Now we come to the question of com- 
pensation for the loss of the Middlesex 
shrievalty. The Local Government Act of 
1888 took from the Corporation of 
Middlesex the right of electing the Sheriff 
of Middlesex. It was an ancient right, 
going as far back as Henry I. in con- 
sideration of a certain fee farm rent of 
£315 per year. Here, again, Charles II. 
reappears; he sold the annuity to a 
person whose representatives still enjoy 
it. When the Local Government Bill was 
in Committee an alteration was pro- 
posed by Mr. W. H. Smith, so that no 
injustice should be done to the City in 
being deprived of its rights of election. 
The City claimed £1,500. Mr. Smith 
offered as a settlement that the Govern- 
ment should relieve the City to the extent 
to £175 annually, and this offer was 
eventually accepted, and provision for ‘t 
was made for the first time in the Esti- 
mates of 1894. We have to pay this com- 
pensation once every year. I trust this 
explanation will be satisfactory. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I have heard 
this story at least a dozen times. The 
number of these pensioners was at one 
time 50. Now that 50, during the last 10 
years has gone down by one-half, due, 
I believe, to the action of one of the 
predecessors of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Leeds. Thus 
they have wiped out about three-fourths 
of our responsibility, and I trust the 
right honourable Gentleman will do some- 
thing towards wiping out the remainder. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I cannot unless these 
people die. 


Dr. CLARK: They pay about £300 a 
year on charges of a similar character 
that used to come on the old Scotch 
revenue, and it was eventually decided 
that a person could only become a 
pensioner on the Civil List on certain 
specified conditions, and the result is 
that they have been wiped out year by 
year, and by and by—say in a few 
years—there will not be a single penny to 

Mr. Hanbury. 


{COMMONS} 





Supply. 120 


pay. As far as this bridge is concerned— 
and which was built in the reign of 
James I. of blessed memory—and this 
Vote of £90, there are one or two things 
which I suggest should be carried out. 
After a number of years we might pur- 
chase it, for instance, after due notice 
had been given to them. Some there are 
who might require compensation, and 
others would require no compensation at 
all. As to the five “children,” they were 
children 60 years ago; and I do not see 
whv you should continue these grants 
perpetually. What you should aim at, so 
far as these people are concerned, is ‘to 
give notice to them every five or seven 
years—give them gome compensation, 
but, finally, wipe them out of the Esti- 
mates altogether. These pensions, 
appearing, as they do, from time to time 
with unfailing persistency, only show how 
foolish you have been. It is the same 
with the grant to the Isle of Man. The 
people who derive the benefit of the 
ministrations of these clergymen ought to 
support them, As to future years, there 
fore, I suggest that we should move a 
reduction of these Votes, and take a 
Division. As to the Middlesex shrievalty, 
of course, there is compensation to be 
made them. I remember a Motion by 
Mr. Bradlaugh for a Select Committee 
with a view to a reform of the Civil List ; 
it was discussed very fully; and it was 
then decided that all these grants in aid, 
these tributes to Charles II. of pious and 
blessed memory, should be ended. The 
Committee recommended that that 
should be done; it was thought 
it was done; but here we have this 
burden of the blessed monarch still upon 
our shoulders. I hope, therefore, that 
the right honourable Gentleman will do 
something for his own sake to extinguish 
these charges on the Estimates. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I fully concur with 
what the honourable Gentleman has just 
said, and I remember that I seconded 
the Motion of Mr. Bradlaugh, but I hope 
the honourable Member will not press 
the matter to a Division. He has referred 
to the system of purchase for which the 
rate is fixed at 26 years, but we cannot 
enforce that. At the same time, it may 
be possible to come to some arrangement 
with these persons in the future on some 
such lines as have been suggested. 














i, ee 








121 Supply. {4 Aveusr 1898} Supply. 122 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): In would be no _ difficulty in devising 
regard to the discussions on the | a scheme for 25 or 26 years’ purchase, 
amount to be distributed amongst and they would have the whole House 
these poor ministers, I do not know what | behind them in any effort in that direc 
definition is to be attached to the word | tion. 


“ministers.” I do not know that it can | P ; 

be held to apply to ministers of one | Dr. CLARK : be ha BB ae the 
denomination only. I for my part do | reduction of this Vote by £89. It is a 
not understand why a grant of this kind | thing which Parliament need not vote 
should be continued at all. I should like unless they think Yeisen With regard 
to ask the right honourable Gentleman | %° the other — as dif- 
whether this grant is made in accordance ferent position. They were paid, not by 
with the original terms under which it | Parliament, but out of the Consolidated 
ei meds. Fund. I move, therefore, that this year 

you do not grant this sum. 
*Mr. HANBURY: Yes. 


Mr. WARNER (Staffs, Lichfield): | 
I think, if the Government brought The House divided:—Ayes 62; Noes 
sufficient pressure to bear, there 117.—(Division List No. 275.) 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Amendment put. 


AYES. 
Ambrose, Robert (Mayo, W.) ; Haldane, Richard Burdon Souttar, Robinson 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles 8. Spicer, Albert 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) Joicey, Sir James Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) Lambert, George Strachey, Edward 
Billson, Alfred | Lough, Thomas Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Brigg, John | Macaleese, Daniel Ure, Alexander 
Broadhurst, Henry | McEwan, William | Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | McLaren, Charles Benjamin | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Caldwell, James | Maddison, Fred. Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) | Maden, John Henry Wedderburn, Sir William 
Cawley, Frederick | Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Colville, John | Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) , Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert Hardy | Nussey, Thomas Willans Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Crombie, John William | O’Brien, J. F. X. (Corky Wilson, John (Govan) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) | O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) | Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Davitt, Michael , O'Connor, T, P. (Liverpool) Woodall, William 
Dillon, John | Paulton, James Mellor | Woodhouse,SirJT(Hudd’rsf’ld) 
Donelan, Captain A. | Pirie, Duncan V. | Woods, Samuel 
Doogan, P. C. Rickett, J. Compton 
Duckworth, James Roberts, J. H. (Denbighs) | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Evans, Sir F. H. (S’th’mpt’n) | Robson, William Snowdon —__‘—Dr. Clark and Mr. Herbert 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond Roche, Hon. J. (East Kerry)! Lewis. 


NOES. 
Aird, John Bond, Edward Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Arnold, Alfred Bousfield, William Robert Drage, Geoffrey 
Arrol, Sir William Brassey, Albert Drucker, A. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy Bullard, Sir Harry Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Balcarres, Lord Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Manc’r) 
Baldwin, Alfred Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) | Finch, George H. 


Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J. (Mane’r) | Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Banes, Major George Edward | Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) | Fisher, William Hayes 


Barnes, Frederic Gorell Chelsea, Viscount | Flannery, Fortescue 
Bartley, George C. T. Coghill, Douglas Harry | Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Flower, Ernest 

Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Brist’l) | Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Fry, Lewis 

Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) | Garfit, William 
Bethell, Commander Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. | Gilliat, John Saunders 





Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) | Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Bill, Charles Doughty, George | Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
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Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon, R. W. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Hill, Sir Edw. Stock (Brist’l) 
Holland, Hon. L. R 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. L. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Cornw.) 
Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 


{COMMONS} 


McKillop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert Jasper 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt, Hon. Sir M. W. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sharpe. Wm. Edward T. 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


FP. 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Verney, Hon. Richd. Greville 
Warkworth, Lord 

Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E, 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Joseph P. (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


McArthur, Chas. (Liverp'l) Smith, Jas. 


The Vote was then agreed to. 


The Vote for £793 for certain miscel- 
laneous and charitable allowances was 
agreed to without discussion. 


On the Vote to complete the sum of 
£143,653 as a grant in aid of pauper 
lunatics in Ireland, 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, 8.): Sir, I rise 
to direct attention to the extraordinary 
increase in the grant for pauper lunatics 
in Ireland within the last year, and I do 
so for the purpose of renewing my pro- 
test against the provision in the Local 
Government of Ireland Bill as a substitute 
for this grant. It has been growing on 


{ the surplus. 





(Lanarks) 


Probably within the next 
two or three years we will be £14,000 or 
£15,000 to the bad. I have no desire, 
Sir, to move the rejection of this Vote, 
but I feel bound on every occasion that 
presents itself to warn the Government 
that they will have to deal with this 
question by and by, and in the mean- 
time we will not sit by without protesting. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I wish to ask a 
question with regard to this Vote. I 
want to know why this sum for pauper 
lunatics in Ireland is in the Imperial 
Estimates, when the corresponding sum 
in England and Scotland is borne off the 
equivalent grant. Of course I am not 
going to discuss whether Ireland ought 
or ought not to have this money, but 
whe-her 


Toe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 


account of the rapid increase of 

lunatics in Ireland, and in view of | we want to ascertain the fact 
that increase the provision in the! this amount is extra. 

Local Government Bill as a_ substi- 

tute is altogether inadequate. The 

increase has been from £138,645 ‘o 


£143,653, and the amount realised for 
licences under the local taxation account 
only £1,000 or £1,500 per annum; but 
to meet this enormous charge, growing at 


there is really no margin, as I contend, to 
meet the growth of this charge except 
the growth of local taxation. I know that 


QUER: This amount is not extra at all, 
and under the Irish Local Government 
Bill of the present year it will in future 
be borne as are the corresponding 


| amounts in England and Scotland. With 
the rate of £5,000 or £6,000 a year, | 


there is a surplus of £30,000 a year in | 


that, but that surplus has been entirely 


provided for under the Local Government | 
Bill for the better treatment of the 4,009 | 


paupers in the workhouses, and that will, 


in my judgment, more than swallow up | 


regard to what the honourable Member 
for East Mayo has said, I think the com- 
plaint is rather hard, considering that 
Treland has received quite as much in 
the way of surplus from the existing 
erant. 


Mr. CALDWELL: It is quite true 
that in the case of England in 1888 and 
in Scotland in 1889 these Estimates for 
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pauper lunatics were taken off the 
{mperial fund and the amounts were 
placed on the probate duty grants given 
to England and Scotland. 


THe CHANCELLOR or toe EXCHE- 
WUER: These are licences, not probate 
duties at all. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Whatever they are 
they are borne locally by England and 
Scotland. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER: So it will be by Ireland next 
year. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Why was it not 
tuken off the Imperial Estimates when, 
as I understood at that time, Ireland got 
her corresponding equivalent grant from 
the probate duties? 


Dr. CLARK: I take it this is the last 
occasion on which this special grant will 
appear on the Estimates, and that in 
future Ireland will be in the same posi- 
tion as England and Scotland. I quite 
agree with what my honourable Friend 
has said in reference to exchanging a 
constantly increasing grant, because the 
sum necessary for the charge is con- 
stantly increasing, for a grant which is 
vractically fixed. Last year, as my 
honourable Friend pointed out, the in- 
crease was £5,040. Now that we have 
passed Bills for the three countries, I 
hope the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will consider it desirable to have an 
inquiry into the working of the change 
which we made 10 years ago. It was 
made experimentally, and I think it is 
very desirable we should have an inquiry 
as to how it has worked in England and 
Scotland. 


Question put and agreed to. 


(Juestion put— 


“That a sum not exceeding £17,576 be 
granted to Her Majesty to defray the_neces- 
sary charges for the year ending 31st March, 
1899. connected with Hospitals and Infir- 
maries, and certain Miscellaneous Charitable 
and other allowances in Ireland, including 
sundry grants in aid.” 


Mr. CALDWELL: T call attention to 
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to raise the question as to whether some- 
thing of a similar nature should not be 
done for England and Scotland. We 
have here on the Estimates a sum of 
money for various hospitals in Ireland. 
I have not the least doubt that the 
money is necessary, and that perhaps 
more is required; but I think we have 
now come to a period when we must 
really recognise the question that hospitals 
ought to be put on some permanent 
footing, and also whether Imperial aid 
should not be given to hospitals, which 
play such an important part in the 
economy of the State. These payments 
have been made to Ireland because she 
has been notably the poorest part of the 
kingdom, but the question is now press- 
ing itself as regards England and Scot- 
land; and I think it is well worthy of 
consideration whether, in order to put 
the hospitals on a proper footing, we 
ought not to extend the grant now given 
to Ireland to England and Scotland. The 
public generally would reap the benefit,. 
for hospitals keep down disease. They 
are universally recognised, for even the- 
poorest give a subscription. But when 
they depend on voluntary contributions 
alone the result is very unequal, because 
those best able to give do not give, and 
others give in a proportion greater than 
their means. If we pay a sum out of 
the Imperial Exchequer or out of local 
rates, the effect is that you impose a 
burden equally on all classes of the com- 
munity. I think the time has come 
when the hospital charges should be 
borne equally by all classes in propor- 
tion to their means and when a subsidy 
should be given out of Imperial funds 
or local rates. Ido not tind fault with this 
grant to Ireland. I have no doubt it 
is a reasonable and necessary payment, 
but it raises the question how far this 
treatment should be extended to England 
and Scotland. 


Mr. BRIGG (York, W.R., Keighley) : 
In the matter of hospitals in Ireland the 
arguments of my honourable Friend are 
wortny of recognition, still more when 
we consider that the allowance was made 
by Parliament in 1855 and not recon- 
sidered since. I think the time has now 
come when the matter ought to be recon- 





this Vote, not so much because the pay- 


sidered. There is a very curious co- 


ment is made to Ireland, but in order] incidence in the amount of the grant and 
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the amount of the deficiency in each of 
the hospitals every year. Although the 
grant was first given in 1855, all through 
the intervening period, all through the 
changes which have taken place, through 
good years or bad years, whether there 
were patients or not, the deficiency has 
been remarkably near the grant obtained 
year after year. It really seems to me 
one of those questions calling for inquiry. 
There is one hospital—the Westmoreland 
Lock Hospital—which should be specially 
considered. I believe all such institu- 
tions are now placed entirely upon 
Government pay, and, if that is so, it is 
a further reason for the inquiry which we 
now ask for. Some of the hospitals are 
better off than others, and I think there 
is good ground for fresh consideration, in 
order to put the matter on a better foot- 
ing than it is at present. 


Dr. CLARK: Sir, 25 years ago the 
value of money was less than now, and 
if any revision is required it will be for 
the purpose of raising tue sum you give. 
In this case, and in some of the cases 
relating to Scotland, it is carrying out 
the practical arrangements that were 
made 200 years ago and 100 years ago, 
when these various Governments united. 
There were certain burdens upon the old 
Scottish Parliament which were by agree- 
ment placed on the Imperial Parliament, 
and I say you are still finding the same 
money, though its value has decreased. 
This, if I remember rightly, is one of the 
burdens you took upon yourselves at the 
time of the Union. These were burdens 
that were upon the old Irish Parliament. 
You have revised them once or twice, 
and if you revise them again it will have 
to be in the direction of increasing the 
amount that you spend in Ireland. If 
you are going to raise the question of 
the fair’ amount Ireland should pay in 
that revision, you have got to consider 
what you have to repay back to Ireland 
in consequence of the burdens you took 
on at the Union. 


Question put. 


Vote agreed to. 


Mr. Brigg. 


{ COMMONS} 
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On the Vote of £2,924 to pay certain 
miscellaneous expenses, 


Mr. CALDWELL said: I wish to get 
one or two explanations upon this, Sir, 
as to the Lyon King of Arms, the point 
of the Irish duties, and whether there 
are any means of recovering these mis- 
cellaneous expenses and these further 
expenses. 


Supply. 


*Mr. HANBURY: If the honourable 
Member will look at the Vote he will see 
that the gross fees are appropriated. 


Mr. CALUWELL: Well, of course, I 
do not consider the Lyon King of Arms 
is necessary. Iam very glad indeed that 
we have this fact brought out, that, 
as regards the expenses here, these 
sums relating to Scotland amount to 


very much more than the Imperial 
expenditure. Then, with regard to some 


items here on page 491, professional 
charges of law agent and clerk to the 
Bible Board; I do not know why these 
charges should be continued. I do not 
know why they should have a clerk to 
advise the Bible Board in Scotland. Then 
as to the allowance to the Bible Board 
for the services of a printer’s realer, I 
have no doubt a man should keep up 
his knowledge of the Bible well, out I 
do not see why it should be on these 
terms. Another item I would refer to 
is that for the Royal Company of Archers 
as Queen’s Body Guard. I do not see 
why we should give fees to them. There 
is a fee for the Royal Company of Archers 
as Queen’s Body Guard, but then you 
have further down that the Queen’s 
expenses in Ireland come to a very con- 
siderable sum of money. These matters, 
of course, have been brought before the 
House before. However, I wish to get 
an explanation with regard to this Bible 
Boawd. 


*Mr. HANBURY: The charge in con- 
nection with the Bible Board is in 
respect of a clerk who prosecutes the 
printers who have infringed the con- 
ditions of their licence—that is to 
say, who have printed Bibles and made 
mistakes, even of a word. My honour- 
able Friend knows this Board is respor- 
sible also for the proper printing of the 
Acts of Parliament, Royal Proclamations, 
and so on, and they naturally have to 














129 Supply. 


employ a clerk, and also a reader, to see 
that these documents are printed in 
accordance with the rules. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I think there ought 
to be some chance of recovering expenses 
of that kind, because there is no reason 
why the country should be at any 
expense. If anyone is authorised by Her 
Majesty, by Royal authority, to print 
the Bible, and there are expenses inci- 
dental to that—the expenses of a 
reader—obviously there ought to be a 
certain charge made, with a view to 
meeting any expenses of that kind. And 
I do not see any reason for employing a 
clerk on the Bible Board. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Bible Board has 
got to do with a good deal of printing 
besides the Bible—Acts of Parliament, 
Proclamations, etc. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Perhaps the right 
honourable Gentleman will tell us how 
many prosecutions he has had in the last 
20 years. 


Mr. HANBURY: I have not the figures 
now. I will lay the information before 
the House. 


Mr. CALDWELL: It is quite evident 
that this charge, which is simply a sum 
of £80 a year, is being given practi- 
cally as a pension. If there was really 
any amount of work to be done for it, I 
would not object. But this is practically 
a sinecure ; this amount is drawn on the 
Estimates yearly—£80—nominally for 
advising that board, but there are neither 
prosecutions, nor anything else that could 
be done for it. Any charge of revising, 
of seeing whether the Bible is correctly 
printed or not, would be a proper charge 
to make from the person who receives 
the Royal Licence to print the book. 
Therefore, I would call the attention of 
the Secretary to the Treasury to the fact 
that this sum is just an annual allow- 
ance given to a man for doirg practically 
nothing. 


Dr. CLARK: This is an old arrange- 
ment, made, as I understand, some years 
ago, and which is to come to an end. The 
old Bible Board—and this is one of the 
old charges on the hereditary revenues of 
Scotland—the Bible Board did the work 
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that is now practically done by the Secre- 
tary of State for Scotland. I do not 
know whether the old Bible Board still 
publishes the proclamations or not, but 
I think, under the Acts of 1885 and 1886 
—the Act increasing the powers and func- 
tions of the Secretary of State for Scot- 
land—we transferred all that work to 
the Scotch Office. I understand that this 
is a temporary arrangement, and that 
when the present holder of the office 
ceases to hold it a new arrangement will 
be made. I agree to that course, because 
the Treasury, when making*a change of 
that kind, generally do it in the form of 
a pension, which is as bad as in the other 
form. I think the best system will be to 
let this die out altogether. I want to 
know how we stand with regard to these 
miscellaneous expenses. Practically 
speaking, as far as the Kings of Arms are 
concerned, though we are voting money 
for them now, we are getting more from 
them than we pay; we raise a certain 
amount of revenue—we make a certain 
amount from the vanity of people who 
want arms; but I think we ought to know 
how each country stands. We ought to 
get the expenses of each, and how much 
you get from each in fees. The whole 
sum is about £7,000, and the cost is. 
about £4,000 or £5,000, so that there is 
£2,000 or £3,000 available; but we 
ought to know how much comes from 
each of the three countries. I hope in the 
next Estimate the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury will put in a form, so that we can 
see. 


*Sir C. DILKE: There is a subject I 
should like to mention on this Vote. It 
is one to which all trades unionists in 
this country attach the highest import- 
ance. It forms a virtual breach of 
the Fair Wage Resolution. The 
salary of the printer’s reader of the Bible 
Board of Scotland is in this Vote, and I 
should like to mention on the Vote the 
grave complaints there are at the rates 
of wages paid for the printing 
of Bibles in Scotland, in  connec- 
tion, in particular, with the firm of 
Collins, in Glasgow. I believe the ques- 
tions which have been asked in this 
House concern that one particular firm. 
It is a question how far the Govern- 
ment can apply the Fair Wage Resolution 
to bodies which, as it were, if not under 
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Government control, yet come very 
near to it—bodies like the Bible Board 
for Scotland, and the Commissioners of 
Irish Lights, the Trinity House, and the 
Commissioners of Northern Lights. The 
trades unionists of this country attach 
importance to the necessity of bringing 
those bodies, which are Government, as it 
were, in another form, under the opera- 
tion of the Fair Wage Resolution. If the 
Secretary of the Treasury could tell us 
it would be possible to take any steps in 
that direction it would be welcome news 
to the trades unionists of this country. 


Dr. CLARK: Sir, there is one more 
point. I do not know whether the Irish 
Members are willing to have a change 
made in it; it is a very old affair. It is 
these Queen’s plates in Ireland. There 
used to be the same in England, but now 
—I think very wisely—in England, 
instead of money being spent by being 
given to races, it has been used through 
the Royal Commission on Horse Breeding 
in giving premiums on horses. The money 
given for that purpose, and for prizes at 
the various shows has done more to 
increase the value of the breed of horses 
than these plates which are given for 
merely one class of horses in Ireland. In 
England we have come to the conclu- 
sion that instead of giving plates at horse 
races we will use the money for better 
purposes; and I think it is very desirable 
that the same change should be made 
in Ireland, and that this money could be 
very much more profitably used in send- 
ing round some good entire horses to 
the counties of Ireland, and giving prizes 
et the various cattle shows in Ireland 
for the result of the breed rather than 
spending it for only one class of horses 
in Ireland in this form of a special plate. 
I do not know what the Irish Members 
—the honourable Member for Mayo is 
the only one I see present—think, but I 
do think it is desirable we should not 
patronise these races in Ireland, but 
should use the money for the purpose of 
increasing the stamina. 


Mr. DILLON: Sir, I hope my honour- 
able Friend will not “rush in where 
angels fear to tread.” The questions of 
horse-racing and the breeding of horses in 
Treland at present is a matter which is 
dividing Ireland into two camps, and I 


Sir C. Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 





Supply. 132 


would warn the honourable Member that 
I think, if he interferes in the matter, he 
will only bring a hornet’s nest about his 
ears. 


Mr. WARNER: I should like, Sir, to 
ask a little more information about this 
item. It is not very clearly stated what 
we spend on the Heralds’ office? 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 
Heralds’ office is not in question, except 
as to the Scotch and Irish. 


*Sir C. DILKE: I am sorry to press 
my point, but I feel I must do so. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I doubt myself 
whether there is any power whatever to 
put these semi-official bodies in any way 
under a Resolution of this House, but it 
is an important voint which the right 
honourable Gentleman has brought up, 
and I will do my best to meet his wishes. 


*Sir C. DILKE: Perhaps the right 
honourable Gentleman will help us in 
an arrangement already partly made, and 
say that the Government will receive a 
deputation upon the subject. 


The Vote was then agreed to. 


Upon the Vote of £20,000 as a grant 
to the Congested Districts (Scotland) 
Fund, 


Mr. DILLON: I want to say one word 
upon this Vote, and that is this: I wish 
to make a suggestion which I think the 
Secretary to the Treasury will agree is a 
reasonable one. With regard to the 
Scotch Congested Districts Board, the 
Vote is a separate one, but the Vote for 
the Irish Congested Districts Board has 
been for a very long time taken with a 
considerable number of other items in 
which other honourable Members are 
interested. As the Irish Congested Dis- 
tricts Board is a very much older board 
than the Scotch, and one upon the Vote 
of which there may be considerable dis- 
cussion, I think the right honourable 
Gentleman would agree that it would be 
convenient to take it as a separate Vote, 
and thus get rid of the inconvenience of 
not being able to bring up the question 
of that board without bringing in a lot 
of questions in which other honourable 
Members are interested. 
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‘*Mr. HANBURY: I think the Publi: 
Accounts Committee might perhaps com- 
plain if it were done without their con- 
sent, but, at the same time, I think the 
suggestion of the honourable Gentleman 
is a very good one. No doubt, honour- 
able Members for Irish constituencies are 
anxious to get a discussion upon this 
matter, and in order to arrange this we 
are at present obliged to put down the 
whole Temporary Commissions Vote. I 
think the suggestion is a good one, and I 
will recommend it to the Committee. 


Dr. CLARK: Since this board was 
first constituted we have had no infor- 
mation as to how it has worked, and 
what it has done with the money it has 
received. It is a branch of the Local 
Government Board of Scotland, and we 
have the Report of the Local Govern- 
ment Board of Scotland, dated January, 
1898, and there is not one single item 
of information with reference to this sub- 
ject. Under these circumstances, I move 
a reduction of this Vote by the whole 
sum, because, unless we are to receive 
information of what is being done and 
how the money is being expended, I du 
not see why we should grant the money. 
When this board was created I moved 
that there should be some representation 
upon it from the Congested Districts 
Beard, and we were promised that there 
should be representatives upon the board 
of those whose interests were affected, 
and those who knew what was required. 
I regret to say that even now we have 
not that representation. I understand 
that one Gentleman has been appointed 
to the board to represent Sutherland- 
shire, and that is the only district repre- 
sented ; but that is the smallest of the 
six counties, and there is no congested 
district in Sutherlandshire at all. There 
is no representative for the great counties 
of Inverness and Ross, and it is those 
two counties where you have the Con- 
gested districts, and where work has to 
be done. The island of Lewes is the 
most congested portion of the Highlands, 
and I would be glad to hear from the 
right honourable Gentleman the Lod 
Advocate why they have not appointed 
someone to represent those districts 


who is well acquainted with the facts. 1 
should also like him to explain what 
they have done with the money Parlia- 
Have they carried out 


ment has voted. 
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in any shape or form the conditions 
laid down in the Act, or done the work? 
Have they bought any estates and settled 
the crofters upon those estates, and what 
has been done since the Act has been 
passed? I think it is very wrong that 
the Local Government Board, in their 
Report dated January this year, do not 
say a word as to what has been done 
urder this Act, and how the money 
which this House has voted for this Con- 
gested Districts Board has been dealt 
with. 


Mr. CALDWELL: We have now got 
a congested districts board, but when we 
come to look into it we find we had, on 
an average, £30,000 a year upon another 
Vote, which has now been taken away, 
and upon the Congested Districts Board 
Vote we get £20,000. Now, it was 
understood at the time the grant of 
£15,000 was given to Scotland out of 
the agricultural rates that that was 
supplemental to what had been hitherto 
received by Scotland, and the liberality 
of the Government was pointed out when 
they gave the £15,000 to the relief of 
the congested districts. It has been 
stated in regard to that money now that 
it is to come off Scotland’s share of 
the agricultural grant, so that, instead 
of its being supplemental to what had 
been already received, it seems that that 
£15,000 is to be taken out of Scotch 
money. and by that means it goes to 
the relief of the Imperial Exchequer. We 
want to know whether this £15,000 is in 
addition to the £15,000 granted to the 
Congested Districts Fund, which, whea 
added to the £4,000, goes to make up the 
total of £20,000. What I want to know 
from the Lord Advocate is this: is this 
£15,000 over and above the £15,000 
granted under the Agricultural Rates 
Act; whether it includes the sum, or 
whether it is to be supplemental to the 
money granted under that Act? I want 
to know why the Government is giving 
Scotland less now than she received 
before. We desire to know what are the 
purposes to which this money has been 
applied, as to which we have no informa 
tion whatever. It is most unusual to give 
us an estimate without saying what the 
money isfor. In the Estimates formerly 
we used to have the expenditure set out, 
but now we get a large total without a 
single item of expenditure. It is not a 
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satisfactory way of giving Estimates. It 
is most unsatisfactory to have a large 
total put before us without a word of ex- 
planation as to how that money is expen- 
ded ; and we are obliged, in consequence, 
to ask at the present moment what money 
has been expended and what it was 
expended for. There is no explanation 
in the Estimate, nor is there a word of 
explanation in the Local Government 
Board Report. I also wish to ask the 
right honourable Gentleman what the 
Local Government Board is doing, and 
how they are going to spend the money 
during the ensuing year. We are abso- 
lutely without any information, and know 
nothing, so far as the Estimates are con- 
cerned ; and we wish to know from the 
Lord Advocate whether the amount of 
money in this Estimate is in addition to 
the £15,000, and what are the works the 
Congested Districts Board propose to 
carry out, and whether they have done 
anything at all during the last year. 
This Bill came into operation in 1897, 
and since that time to the present there 
has been an opportunity surely of know- 
ing what these boards have been doing. 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granam 
Murray, Buteshire): I think the honour- 
able Gentleman will find the reply 
to his question in the Vote on the Esti- 
mates. If he will look at that Vote he 
will see that in addition to this Vote 
the Congested Districts Board received 
annually £15,000 from the Local Taxa- 
tion Account. 


Mr. CALDWELL: That is all right ; 
I wanted to make sure. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: Well, if the 
honourable Member said it, I do not 
understand why he asked me the ques- 
tion, unless it was in the hope that I 
should not be able to answer it. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Oh, no; it was not 
that. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: Honourable 
Members opposite know what was the 
policy of the Government in this connec- 
tion, and on the present occasion it is 
not my business to defend that. policy, 
but to answer questions of administra 
tion. The honourable Member for Caith- 
ness reminds me of the intelligent child 
who wanted to dig up his flowers two 

Mr. Caldwell. 
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days after they had been planted. The 
Congested Districts Board has only just 
been started, and I think I have answered 
questions more than once during _ this. 
Session on the subject. First of all, we 
have had to consider what are to be the 
congested districts, and then we have 
had to appoint Committees. Since that 
time, these Committees have been re- 
ceiving views and propositions for the 
distribution of the money. I have had no 
positive information on the subject, but 
I do not believe that a great deal of the 
money has been spent. 


Dr. CLARK: How much has be2n 
spent? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: Well, I can- 
not say, as I had no information that the 
question would be raised to-night. If the 
honourable Member desires, I shall be 
most happy to find out and tell him 
privately when I. get the figures. My 
latest information is that very little 
money has been spent. Some money, [ 
believe, has been spent in Votes for piers, 
but, generally speaking, the board has 
not got beyond the preliminaries of 
directing their attention to such schemrs: 
as have been put before them. Of course, 
in all this class of work it is quite 
obvious that there are a good many com- 
petitors for the money ; and it is obvious 
also that if the board go too hastily to 
work, others will come to the board and 
assert that they have not had an oppor- 
tunity of being heard, and of putting 
forward their claims. I do not think that 
good administration will be helped by 
undue haste at the beginning. As a 
matter of fact, I do not believe that any 
land has at present been bought. I 
really think it is too soon to ask for par- 
ticulars of the work of the board, or to 
ask for anything more than what I am 
willing to give, which is an assurance 
that the board have gone about matters 
in a workmanlike way, and that they are 
trying to weigh the various claims and 
to consider the wants of the various 
neighbourhoods in order that the money 
may be spent to the greatest possible ad- 
vantage. Asregardsthe personnel of the 
board, there are the members men- 
tioned in the Act, and three that are 
to be appointed by the Secretary for 
Scotland. In selecting the latter, I think 
the Secretary for Scotland has done his: 
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best by taking these members, roughly 
speaking, from what I may call three 
classes, one being a landowner, one a 
crofter, and one a gentleman of great 
experience on four Commissions, who 
represents what I may call the profes- 
sional valuer. Obviously, such a man is 
a valuable member of such a board, and, 
so far as the selection is concerned, since 
the Secretary for Scotland has only three 
places to fill, I think no better choice 
could have been made. But, as this 
matter is new, I think we must wait until 
another year before we can have a tabu- 
lated account of what the board is doing. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate whether he thinks 
Parliament will give more money without 
any further information being supplied. 
This is the same Vote which we have 
had for 10 years. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: That is not 
correct. This is the beginning of a new 
Vote. 


Dr. CLARK: Yes, Sir; but you are 
only changing the name; it is really an 
old Vote. What you did last year was 
merely to transfer the liability from the 
old board to the new. For 10 years this 
Vote has been upon the Estimates. At 
the beginning of the Session I moved an 
Amendment to the Address, and the First 
Lord, in reply, pointed out that all the 
work was being done by the Congested 
Districts Board. Well, now, at the end 
of the Session, we hear from the Lord 
Advocate that the Congested Districts 
Board has practically done pothing. 
‘lhev have not bought a single estate, or 
established a single croft. Well, I shall 
move an Amendment of the same 
character at the beginning of next Ses- 
sion, when I hope to get a more satis 
factory statement from the Government 
as to the facts of the case. As to the 
constitution of this board, when I moved 
an Amendment to add to the number, I 
pointed out the desirability of having 
both the landlords and the crofters repre 
sented on it. I very much regret to find 
that another Sutherlandshire crofter has 
been appointed who knows nothing at ail 
about the congested districts. Suther- 


landshire already has its full representa- 
tion, and Sutherlandshire is probably the 
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place where the least congestion has 
occurred, 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: .I do not 
wish to leave the slightest dubiety about 
this matter. There has been a Report 
of the Highlands and Islands Commis- 
sion, which proposed that £120,000 
should be spent on works in the High- 
lands. That has all been spent, and accord- 
ingly, so far as the Treasury promises ara 
concerned, the matter is at an end. Then 
came the Congested Districts Board set 
up on the Local Taxation Account, and 
upon a further sum, voted by the Trea- 
sury as recently as February or March of 
this year. It is, therefore, not an old 
matter. 


Dr. CLARK: The Act was passed last 


year. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I know it 
was, but the board was not appointed at 
once, 


Dr. CLARK: The Act received the 
Royal assent in August, 1897, and all 
the members had been named with the 
exception of those put in upon my 
Amendment. Why is it, therefore, that 
the Government have waited until the 
present year before the board was pro- 
perly constituted ? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The pointis 
that it is too soon to expect to have a 
cut-and-dried result. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) asked 
the Lord Advocate whether it was his 
intention to issue an annual report 
giving full details of the work done in 
the congested districts? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The Act 
requires that the Commissioners shall 
once every year make a report to the 
Secretary of State for Scotland, which will 
be presented to Parliament; but the 
Commissioners have not yet had a Par- 
liamentary year of existence. 


Mr. CALDWELL: There are one or 
two points to which I desire to draw 
attention. You ask for this money 
without giving the slightest detail 
as to how the money is going to 
be spent. You have got a certain 
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sum of money to spend upon the 
Carloway Road, and how are they going 
to spend it? Is that road going to be 
a burden upon the Congested Districts 
Board? Here we are, voting £20,000, 
and there is no explanation given us as 
to whether the sum is required. I do not 
wish to press the matter, but I would 
like to know if the Congested Districts 
Board imagine that they can come to 
Parliament and get this £20,000 voted 
without a word of explanation. While 
We may pass the money without a Divi- 
sion, you must not think that the matter 
will not be brought up again. 


Dr. CLARK : This is one of the Votes 
which do not come under the general 
rule of unexpended balances. It does 
not go back to the Treasury, but remains 
for the purposes of next year. We have 
got no means of knowing how the money 
is going to be spent. If we look at 
sub-head B we are to get £15,000 as 
expenditure under the Act, but we get 
no details whatever. The only informa- 
tion we get under the sub-head is that 
one of the clerks is to get £150 a year 
to act as secretary, and that £150 is to 
be paid to another clerk in the Exche- 
quer. The thing is very unsatisfactory. 
However, it will pass for this year, and 
I hope next year we will have full oppor- 
tunities of knowing what work is to be 
done and how they propose to spend 
the money they are asking Parliament 
for. 


Question put. 
Agreed to. 


The Vote of £6,018 for the repayment 
of the Civil Contingency Fund, etc., 
agreed to withcut discussion. 


Vote of £79,280 to defray the salaries 
of the Law Officers’ Department, the 
salaries and expenses of the Department 
of the Solicitor for the Affairs of Her 
Majesty’s Treasury, the Queen’s Proctor 
and Director of Public Prosecutions, the 
costs of prosecutions and other legal pro- 


ceedings. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): This is 
a matter of some importance, and I pro- 
pose to move the reduction of the salary 
of the Attorney General by £100. The 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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question turns upon the action of the 
Public Prosecutor. I have nothing to say 
against the Public Prosecutor as an indi- 
vidual, because he entirely acts under the 
Attorney General; but it seems to ma 
there is a large feeling abroad—I think 
it is a growing feeling—that the power 
of the Public Prosecutor is not’used as 
it ought to be used. There have been 
many notorious cases in which the Public 
Prosecutor might have properly inter- 
fered—cases that came before the pubiic 
in matters of companies. For instance, 
there was that celebrated case of the 
hotel property. Nothing happened at 
all in cases of perjury. I think there 
is a feeling that in these cases the action 
of the Public Prosecutor ought to be 
introduced. I do not limit my remarks 
to one class of case, but many of them 
require the consideration of the Attorney 
General, who could decide whether pro- 
ceedings should be taken. There is a 
particular class of case which was dealt 
with by an Act of Parliament we passed 
a few years ago. In 1892 that Act was 
passed, and there was no Debate; it was 
such an obvious Act to pass that there 
was no opposition. It went through with- 
out any difficulty, and there was hardly 
anything said about it at all. That was 
the Betting and Loans (Infants) Act of 
1892, which was intended to do away 
with an iniquitous state of affairs, tha 
sending of letters to boys and young men 
just entering upon life inciting them to 
borrow money. During the last year 
or two we have had an inquiry into the 
subject of money-lending. There may 
be a difference of opinion as to whether 
adult people should be protected from 
their own folly, and there is a great deal 
to be said against it, there is a great deal 
te be said on both sides, and it might 
be said that the borrower is not much 
better than the lender. But in the case 


Supply. 


of young people there can _ be 
no difference of opinion that the 
system of trying to incite boys 


and young men just entering upon 
life to borrow money from these usurers 
is a crime which ought to be put down. 
It was thought so in 1892 when this 
special Act was passed. In clause 2 it 
says that anyone sending, or causing to 
be sent, to a person known to be an in- 
fant a notice, or advertisement, or letter, 
or telegram, or other document, inviting 
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the person receiving it to borrow money, 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanour, liable 
to be convicted on indictment and sen- 
tenced to imprisonment for three months 
or a fine of £100, or both fine and 
imprisonment. That was an Act which 
we thought did credit to the Government 
that passed it, and it was thoroughly 
approved of at the time. We thought 
it ought to be of use when carried into 
effect. I think I am aot far out when 
I say that this Act is practically a dead 
letter. I do not know in how nany 
cases it has been put in force. It was 
passed to put a stop to what is an obvious 
iniquity, and yet it has practically never 
been made use of, or made use of toa 
very small extent indeed. Of course, 
the difficulty which the Attorney General 
will at once point to is that the Act 
unfortunately has words to the effect that 
the lender must know the person to be 


an infant. That is got over in another 
clause. It does not apply to a good 


number of cases. There are many cases 
in which the circulars are even sent to 
boys at school and college, and yet no 
action is taken in any way by the Attor- 
ney General in putting the law into 
operation. There is a difficulty, no doubt, 
in proving the age, and the money-lenders 
try to get over that in this way, by saying 
in the circular that if the person is under 
age the letter does not apply. That 
is a mere evasion of the Act altogether. 
If a person sends a letter asking a boy 
or a young man to borrow money, and 
puts in some clause of that sort, I do 
not think it would absolve him from the 
penalties of this Act. There are many 
others who send circulars to very young 
men. I have one here sent to a boy 
at college offering loans of £50 and up- 
wards ; I won’t give his name. I have 
got another, sent to a young man in 
the same way. Of course, the terms 02 
which the money is lent are not to exceed 
10 per cent., but we know what that 
means. What I complain of is that the 
Attorney General, though these cases are 
brought before him, does not take action 
against the persons who entice those 
young men to borrow money. I have 
the case of a young man who has just 
got into a cavalry regiment, and I men- 
tion it because an objection raised was 
that it was difficult to prove the age. I 
point out the fact that in the case 
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of this young man going into the Army 
his age was absolutely known. No sooner 
does he obtain a commission than he is 
at once inundated with circulars as much 
as a few years ago before this Act was 
passed. According to the regulations 
of the Royal Academy at Woolwich 
youths must be 16 to 18 years of age, 
and it must be obvious that the age of 
this young man was under 21. Ther 
fore I venture to think that there was 
clear evidence that this person ought w 
have been brought within the law. I 
do not want to burden the Committee 
with a long speech, but all who have 
young sons know perfectly well that 
when they go to universities or enter 
any other line of life, no sooner are they 
launched than these circulars follow. I 
do not go into the question whether it 
is right or not to stop it; but we have 
passed an Act unanimously—there was 
never a Division. These bloodsuckers 
fasten early on the life of a young man, 
and begin the canker-worm of ruin by 
asking him to borrow money, and the 
passing of the Act clearly shows there 
was a determination to put them down. 
We ought to see the Act put in force. 
The Attorney General should move the 
Public Prosecutor in the matter, and if 
the Act is not strong enough some few 
words should be put into it to enable him 
to take action. Drafted as it was by 
the present Attorney General it is not 
likely that it was intended to be of no 
use. Having passed the Act, I call 
upon him to put it into force, so that 
young men may be stopped from this 
serious temptation, which we all know is 
often so fatal to them. I move that 
the salary of the Attorney General be 
reduced £100. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir R. 
Wesster) : I sympathise as strongly 
as anybody can with the object of 


the honourable Member’s _ speech, 
and, as far as I am_ concerned, 
if this House is willing to pass 


an Act to strengthen the law in this 
respect and enlarge the scope of this 
clause I shall be glad to give all the 
support I possibly can. No amended 
legislation has been proposed with regard 
to this Measure. The complaint of the 


honourable Gentleman is that I do not 
direct the Public Prosecutor to take 
I assure him he is entirely in 


action. 
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error. I have communicated with the 
Public Prosecutor as soon as I have seen 
a good many cases. The honourable 
Gentleman sent me one case. I can 
assure him that in every single case in 
which there seems to be the probability 
of obtaining a conviction proceedings are 
taken. 1 am sorry to say that the 
proceedings have not always been success- 
ful. The real difficulty is that under the ex- 
isting criminal law the onus of proof rests 
upon the prosecution. There are two diffi- 
cult matters. One is to prove that the man 
is a party tosending the circular, and the 
second is that he knew the person was 
an infant. It is quite possible that in 
an exceptional case it might be assumed 
that a young man _ entering a 
regiment is under age, but so far as I 
know there is nothing to indicate primd 
facie that a young man entering the Army 
is under age, or even in the first two or 
three years after having left Woolwich. 
The clause provides that if any such cir- 
cular be sent to any person at any uni- 
versity, college, school, or other place 
of education, and such person be an in- 
fant, the person sending it, or causing it 
to be sent, shall be liable to conviction. 
I do not think my honourable Friend 
has any reason to complain of want cf 
courtesy or attention. He has never 
sent me any circular sent to infants at 
colleges or universities. Had he done 
so I would have directed the Public Pro- 
secutor to take proceedings. I come to 
the case which the honourable Gentle- 
man was good enough to send me in the 
early part of the year. It was a circular 
addressed to a gentleman in the Army, 
and the presumption was that it might 
be proved that he had not very long 
passed through Woolwich. I need not 
remind you that it is a very different 
thing sending circulars to officers in the 
Army and sending circulars to boys at 
school. When he asked me to take 
proceedings and prosecute in the case, all 
I knew was that at the time the young 
man left Woolwich he was under age. 
After considering the matter most care- 
fully I felt that there was not a primd 
facie case to take up. The Committee 
will pardon me if I point out that we 
want to succeed in these prosecutions 
and not to failinthem. The honourable 


Member has put it in this way, that 
lads must be between 16 and 18 years 
Sir R. Webster. 
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of age, and they are two years at Wool- 
wich, and possibly may be under age 
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after leaving. In my opinion it would 
be very rash to proceed without evidence 
to show; we must have primd facie 
evidence on which we can rely. I went 
into the case most carefully, and I should 
have prosecuted if I had any hope of 
getting a conviction. I came to tue 
conclusion that the only evidence being 
sending circularg to an officer there was 
no prima facie case. I do not think 
the House will be of opinion that in that 


case I have shown = any _ great 
dereliction of duty. Both the 
Public Prosecutor and myself have 
been anxious to secure convictions. 


We have had every case investigated, and 
I must say it is not until this moment 
that the honourable Member suggested 
that he furnished me with a circular to 
colleges or young men at the universities. 
Had he done so he need only have men- 
tioned the case in this House, and pro 
ceedings would have been commenced. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I am quite satisfied 
with the explanation of the Attorney 
General, and beg leave to withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Amendment withdrawn. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): I 
raise a general question, which I am sure 
the Attorney General will not consider 
personal ; it is the important question 
of the salary of the Attorney General 
and the Solicitor General. This has 
been a contested point for a good many 
years. There has been a_ changed 
arrangement within the last few years. 
By the Minute of Privy Council of 1892 
the brief fee was not to exceed 
150 guineas, and 30 guineas afterwards. 
There was a certain limit with regard to 
the maximum fee to be paid to law offi- 
cers when acting for the Crown. In 1892 
there was an arrangement made that the 
law officers should devote their whole 
time, with the exception of having the 
right to plead in the House of Lords and 
before the Privy Council, to their official 
duties. The arrangement was, I think, 
at that time that they were to be paid a 
salary, and also to be paid for conten- 
tious business on the part of the Crown. 
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Sir R. WEBSTER: The 1892 arrange- 
ment was made by the Liberal Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Yes, so it was. 
Then under the same Government the 
other arrangement was made, that the 
Attorney General was to receive a salary 
of £10,000 ayear, I think, and the Solici- 
tor General £9,000, a difference of £1,000 
between them, and that was to include 
the whole of their services, both for the 
contentious and non-contentious business 
of the Crown. The arrangement now 
made is of a different character. The 
object that the Liberal party, at any 
rate, had in view—because, really, it is 
a party question, to a certain extent— 
was this: that the law officers should 
devote their whole time to the interests 
of the Crown, whether in contentious or 
non-contentious business, for a certain 
fixed salary, which most people in the 
country assumed to be a pretty large one, 
though I quite grant it is not up to the 
amount of the fees which individual coun- 
sel do receive at the Bar. That was the 
desire, so far as the Liberal party was 
concerned ; that a fixed salary should be 
paid, of £10,000 in the case of the 
Attorney General and £9,000 in that of 
the Solicitor General, and that they 
should devote themselves entirely to the 
business of the country. When you con- 
sider the extent of the business that the 
law officers have to perform—for they are 
the legal advisers to the various offices, 
the Home Office, the India Office, the 
Colonial Office, and the Foreign Oftice, 
and the Attorney General is also respon- 
sible for the conduct of criminal prose 
cutions and other matters, and the 
attendance it is required they should give 
at this House—it is obvious that the 
duties to be performed are such that it 
is impossible for the law officers to under- 
take more than these duties. Well, the 
arrangement has been changed. Instead 
of a salary of £10,000 a year in the case 
of the Attorney General, the sum on the 
Estimates is now £7,000 a year, but 
then, in addition to this sum, the Attor- 
ney General has a right to charge the 
Crown in the case of contentious busi- 
ness. What I wish to ask is, what has 
been paid in the past year to each of the 
law officers in respect of contentious busi- 
ness? And, as regards that matter, I 
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would point out this, that the arrange- 
ment that law officers should charge for 
contentious business is not a very suit- 
able arrangement for this reason: that 
counsel very often get briefs, though they 
do not personally appear in the case, and 
still the brief fee is allowed to them. I 
think the Attorney General will know 
that that is often the case, that counsel 
get brief fees where they may be ex- 
pected. to attend, though they do not 
give personal attendance. Then, again, 
there is this difficulty. I wish to know 
who fixes the fees of these law officers. 
In the Minute of 1889, to which I have 
referred, there was a maximum limit of 
120 guineas. 


Str R. WEBSTER: So there is a maxi- 
mum limit now. 


Mr. CALDWELL: That, of course, is 
the explanation I desired to get, that 
there is a maximum limit, and that the 
limit is imposed at the present time, as 
it was under the 1892 arrangement. Then 
we have this difficulty, again, that in the 
case of these briefs for contentious cases, 
while, practically, the Attorney General 
is head of the Department he has a cer- 
tain amount of influence in determining 
what contested business shall go to him, 
because these subordinates are more or 
less under the Attorney General’s care. 
What was the view of the Attorney 
General on this matter? You will find 
his words in “ Hansard,” page 431, upon 
the law officers’ salaries, and I wili quote 
them here— 

“I cannot help thinking that some future 
law officers will be in the position of demand- 
ing and of receiving briefs in that considerable 
part of Government business which is now 
done by permanent counsel.” 


Sir R. WEBSTER: They are not my 
words. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I have them here, 
in “Hansard,” page 431. 


Smr R. WEBSTER: What is the year, 
please ? 


Mr. CALDWELL: In the Debate of 


1893. 
Sr R. WEBSTER: I was _ not 
Attorney General then. May 1 be 
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allowed to say that was with reference to 
a proposal then being made which I 
objected to, not the existing state of 
things. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Well, it had refer- 
ence to this fact. Of course, the honour- 
able Gentleman was not Attorney General 
then, and he was opposed to the arrange- 
ment of the Attorney General of that 
day; but the remarks had reference to 
these contested cases, and I only quote 
the words as far as they bear upon the case, 
because they are the Attorney General’s 
own words. Those words apply if the 
Attorney General is to receive briet fees 
for contentious cases on behalf of the 
Crown, so that the words apply to the 
case I am referring to. Now, it is, of 
course, important to the Bar, because 
there are cases which, if the Attorney 
General, or the Solicitor General were 
not feed, would necessarily go into the 
hands of the permanent counsel, who 
would receive these particular briefs. If 
the Attorney General is to go in and 
compete, he practically is the head of the 
solicitor who has charge of the cases, and 
he, therefore, is in the position, in the 
Attorney General’s words, of demanding 
and receiving briefs which might go to 
other counsel at the Bar. That is one 
of the objections we take to this kind 
of arrangement. The Attorney General 
will see that this argument comes quite 
naturally from this side of the House, 
because, when the Liberal party were in 
power they gave a fixed sum—+£10,000 a 
year—to the Attorney General, to include 
everything, so that the question of com- 
petition with other counsel did not arise. 
The amount of the fees will make the 
salary of the Attorney General, of course, 
enormously greater than the £10,000. 
It is not a question of amount, but it is 
a question of impropriety of the 
principle of paying partly by salary and 
partly by fee in contentious cases, and in 
order to give effect to the view held, at 
least, on this side of the House, upon 
an arrangement of that kind, I move the 
Amendment which stands in my name, 
to reduce Item A by £2,000 in respect 
of the salary of the Attorney General. 


Mr. LEWIS: I wish to associate 


myself with all my honourable Friend 
has said with regard to the feelings with 
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which we approach this matter. Cer- 
tainly it is with no lack of respect to- 
wards the Attorney General or the Solici- 
tor General. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Hear, hear! 


Mr. LEWIS: It is here solely a 
question of principle that is involved. 
That question of principle has been dis- 
cussed in this House over and over again. 
Arrangements have been made, and those 
arrangements have been altered, and the 
alterations have been changed again of 
late. Under these circumstances, I am 
sure, the honourable and learned Gentle 
man will readily acquit us of the slightest 
want of respect towards himself when we 
raise this question in the House of Com- 
mons. 


Str R. WEBSTER : I quite agree with 
you. 


Mr. LEWIS: The principle at 
issue is a very simple one. The late 
Government fixed the salary of the 
Attorney General at £10,000, and the 
salary of the Solicitor General at £9,000. 
As to the adequacy of the amount, I 
should imagine there could hardly be any 
question, at least on this side of the 
House. A judge will give up a practice 
which is worth £10,000 or £15,000, or 
£20,000 a year in order to take a seat on 
the Bench, with the honour that that 
implies, sacrificing the salary he has been 
making, and will accept a salary of 
£5,000 a year. I venture to think the 
honour attaching to the positions of 
Attorney General and Solicitor General 
in the Government is quite as great, if 
not very much greater—greater in regard 
to its actual position, and greater also in 
regard to the potentialities of that posi- 
tion—than the position of a judge, who 
receives £5,000 a year. There would be 
no lack of suitable candidates for posi- 
tions. so highly remunerated as those of 
the law officers of the Crown, the holders 
of which receive £10,000 a year and 
£9,000 a year respectively. It was also 
thought desirable that there should be, 
as in the case of all public offices, 
degree of fixity and permanency in the 
salary, which would enable the taxpayers 
of the country to know exactly how much 
they were to pay for the services rendered 
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by the Attorney General and by the 
Solicitor General, as by other public men 
who serve the State. But, unfortunately, 
with the accession of the present Govern- 
ment to power the arrangement that was 
arrived at by the late Government was 
altered. I am not laying the whole of 
the blame upon the present Government, 
because, under a system which was 
adopted in 1892, I believe by the late 
Government, the salaries both of the 
Attorney General and of the Solicitor 
General ran up to very high figures 
indeed. In one year, I believe, the 
salary of the Attorney General amounted 
to something like £20,000—that is to 
say, including the allowance for clerical 
assistance, which had not been paid 
before. 


Sirk R. WEBSTER: Without it. 


Mr. LEWIS: Without it, I dare 
say. It ran up to that enormous total, 
and then it was thought, very properly, 
that the system ought to be altered, and 
that a fixed amount ought to be paid. I 
think I am, perhaps, only anticipating 
what the honourable and learned Gentle- 
man will say in reply upon the particular 
point. We do not say that the late 
Government was altogether immaculate in 
this respect, but certainly I do not think 
the present Government has taken the 
right course. We do complain that when 
that arrangement had been arrived at, 
which gave a just and liberal amount 
to the law officers of the Crown, the old 
system should have been reverted to. 
I do not know what are the figures which 
the honourable and learned Gentleman is 
about to give to the House as to the 
amount which these services have cost 
the country in 1896 and 1897, but 
whether they are or are not above the 
£10,000 and £9,000 which I have 
quoted, that, after all, does not affect the 
principle. I think it is the right way 
to pay a definite, fixed sum for the ser- 
vices given during the whole time by the 
Attorney General and the Solicitor 
General, and I think that, having regard 
to the liberal scale of payment which the 
House sanctioned under the late Govern- 
ment, it would only have been right and 
proper that that scale of payment should 
have been adhered to. It would be very 
useful—I wish the Financial Secretary to 


{4 Avaust 1898} 





Supply. 150: 


the Treasury were present—if the House 
could have a Return from year to year 
of what the extra charges in respect to 
contentious business are. 


Sr R. WEBSTER: 
ordered. 


Mr. LEWIS: I can only say this 
afternoon I made most careful inquiries 
upon it, and I was told that the Return 
for 1895 was the last Return which had 
been issued on that subject. It was dis- 
tinctly promised in 1896, I remember, 
and in 1896 I strongly pressed the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the Treasury to allow 
the figures to appear upon the Estimates. 
for the current year, so that we might. 
know what had been paid in respect of 
the past year, and therefore what, under 
ordinary circumstances, we might expect 
to be paid during the next year. I take 
it from the honourable and learned Gen- 
tleman that the Return will be issued 
as soon as possible, if, indeed, he 18 not 
prepared to give the figures to the House 
now. We await the explanation of the 
honourable and learned Gentleman, and I 
shall be only too glad if he will agree to 
the desire expressed upon this side of the 
House, that the arrangement sanctioned 
in 1894 should now be reverted to. 


Sir R. WEBSTER: I can assure 
the Committee that I do not regard 
this at all as a personal question. 
I have received great courtesy from 
honourable Gentlemen on the other side 
of the House, and should be the last to 
make an observation of that kind with 
regard to their attitude. I hope they will 
believe me when I say it is not a matter 
of money with me at ali. The particular 
matter in question, to which Iam coming 
directly, the question whether contentious 
business should be paid by fees or salary, 
is a matter upon which I have the 
strongest opinion, in the interests of the 
public service, and [I will explain my 
reasons to the House. Now, first with 
regard to the Return, it is not my fault 
that it has not been issued. I have 
nothing to do with the Return. I should 
be only too glad if it can be issued. Un- 
fortunately, the figures up to the 30th 
April, 1898—that is, for the financial 
year—have not yet been made up; that 
is not my fault. But I can give the 
honourable Member a statement, so far 
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as I am concerned. It has been incidental 
in connection with the previous year, that 
the system to which reference has been 
made, of payment by a fixed sum for con- 
tentious business, has produced very con- 
siderable arrears. I do not make any 
complaint against anybody, but it has 
been the fact. During the last three 
years we have had the good fortune—I 
speak now from a professional point of 
view—to have extraordinarily heavy 
Government litigation. We have had 
enormous arbitrations with respect to the 
building of ships, which, I am glad to 
say, terminated successfully for the 
Government. .We have had the Maxim 
powder actions, enormously expensive, 
which went to the House of Lords. We 
have had difficult cases under the Finance 
Act, and other very heavy work. As I 
stated to the House, I think this time 
last year, I knew that the Attorney 
General’s fees for the next two or three 
years would be considerably over £3,000 
a year for contentious business. Now, I 
do not wish to refer to the very high 
figures, to which reference has been made. 
There were exceptional circumstances ; 
but the figures since. I have been in office 
are the following: in 1895-96 I received 
for contentious business £3,916, and for 
1896-97 £6,039. The Solicitor General 
was not in office in the early part of the 
first year, and therefore that makes a 
difference. He received, for 1895-96 
£691, and for 1896-97 £3,365. Perhaps 
the House will allow me just to state 
why my fees were so extremely high in 
the first years. In the first place, I had 
the whole of the Balfour prosecution, 
besides very heavy cases at the Old 
Bailey, and, as I have mentioned, 1 was 
in Admiralty arbitrations, which involved 
work of a very heavy description. ‘The 
honourable Member for Lanark’s recollec- 
tion is not quite accurate as to the 
changes which have taken place. When, 
in the Liberal Government, Sir Charles 
Russell was Attorney General, and _pri- 
vate practice was first done away with, 
he stipulated that the law officers should 
be paid, not only the ordinary fees which 
law officers had previously been receiving 
for contentious business, but fees as large 
as any other Queen’s Counsel would 
receive in similar business, and the conse- 
quence was—I do not at all complain of 
the arrangement—that very high fees 
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indeed were paid for contentious business 
during that time. I had to consider this 
matter very carefully, and I am quite 
satisfied that it is against the public inte- 
rest that contentious business should be 
paid by salary. I do not look at it at all 
from the professional point of view. If I 
did, of course it is perfectly obvious that 
there are reasons against it. I am speak- 
ing from the public point of view, and I am 
sure, if the House will only be good enough 
to give impartial consideration, they will 
see my point in a moment. Government 
business involves many different kinds of 
business—criminal work, charity work, 
very often most important foreshore 
cases, Admiralty work, and it also 
involves scientific work and questions of 
Government contract. It frequently 
happens that, in order to get the best 
assistance which the Government ought 
to have, they require to have a person 
specially qualified in that particular line 
of work. It is no discredit to my dis 
tinguished predecessors in my office— 
such great lawyers, for instance, as Lord 
Davey or Sir John Rigby—that they 
have never been in the Admiralty Court 
in their lives; and it would have been 
perfectly ridiculous if a Government ship 
should come into collision, that the 
Government should call on the services 
of the law officers. I hope my Friends 
on the other side trust their law officers 
as I am trusted by my chiefs, and I hope 
that nobody will suggest that my honour- 
able and learned Friends opposite, if they 
felt they were not the best persons to 
conduct a case, would hesitate to employ 
somebody else. It has happened to me 
more than once in the course of the many 
years I have been privileged to be Attor 
ney General, to have to point out that I 
was not the best person to conduct a 
case; I have had no brief, and I have 
asked that other counsel should be 
instructed. The honourable and learned 
Member for Dumfries, I have known, has 
requested Members of this House, and 
distinguished members of the Bar, to 
appear either with him in cases, or with- 
out him in special cases. The proper 
view is that on a moderate scale of fees— 
not fees which Queen’s Counsel in large 
practice could command, but on a mode- 
rate scale of fees—the Government should 
get the services of the best men for parti- 
cular cases. For instance, when we have 
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some great litigation, such as we had over 
the Maxim powder, involving half a 
million of money, it would have been 
perfectly ridiculous that we should not 
have had the services of a gentleman like 
Mr. Fletcher Moulton, if he had not been 
on the other side, or the honourable 
and learned Member for Haddington- 
shire, who was put into the Maxim case 
by my honourable and learned Friend the 
Member for Dumfries. The Government 
have had to pay that extra expenditure. 
I make no complaint, but that is the kind 
of case I refer to. Take the Admiralty 
oases. Fortunately, I have had very 
large experience in shipping contract 
cases, and I was able to put at the 
disposal ot the Government my expe- 
rience on that occasion, but if 
I had not had that experience I should 
have said, “ Have the very best man you 
oan get.” There are very many foreshore 
cases involving enormous interests—for 
instance, Constance v. the Board of ‘l'rade, 
which has been going on for 20 years. 
Very often the Government requires 
special learning on ancient documents. I 
have had myself to direct that individuals 
with special knowledge should be engaged. 
Now, if you have got your law officers at 
a salary, the country will at once say, 
“Let the law officers conduct all the 
cases, because they are being paid a 
salary, and the Government ought not to 
incur extra payments. Call upon them 
to appear in every case.” I say that 
from the point of view of the work being 
well done, and from the point of view of 
the Government. getting the best men at 
moderate prices, it is better that conten- 
tious business should be paid for at a 
moderate scale of fees for work done. I 
need only say I would never take the 
office of Attorney General on any other 
terms. Now, the honourable Member for 
Lanark imagined that restrictions would 
be done away with. Not only have they 
not been done away with, but—I take 
no credit for it—in 1896 a Minute to 
which I not only consented, but which 
was, practically, framed by myself, re- 
imposed restrictions. In the first place, 
it was left to the responsibility of the 
Attorney General as to whether both law 
officers should be instructed. When the 
honourable Member for Lanark talks of 
the Attorney General taking briefs for 
himself, and taking them away from per- 
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manent counsel, and having the direction 
and distribution of briefs, so that he 
could give them to himself, he knows—he 
will forgive me for saying so—very little 
indeed of the spirit which actuates those 
who have got into that position. The 
honourable Gentleman has not quoted my 
words rightly. He has quoted one sen- 
tence out of my speech in con- 
nection with a proposition which 
was made from this side of the House 
when I was in Opposition. I never 
applied those words, or anything like 
them, to the existing system. However, 
I have made my protest, and I pass from 
that. We have restricted the number of 
cases in which both law officers should be 
engaged. We have restricted the cases 
in which they should be employed. ‘They 
are considerably less. We have given 
the law officers no rights to demand 
briefs which have been demanded by pre- 
vious law officers ; and with regard to the 
standard of fees, we established a scale 
of lower fees than previous law officers 
had accepted. The “refresher” was 
limited in all cases to 30 guineas, and 
cannot be increased under any circum- 
stances. The brief fee is limited to 150 
guineas maximum, unless the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer allows a larger fee. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
been good enough to consider this 
matter, although I have not always been 
satisfied with his views. He exercised 
his discretion from his own point of view, 
and the business of the country stands 
in a better position in respect of the 
fees paid for contentious business than 
it ever has stood in during the time that 
the law officers have been paid for by 
the extent of their business. The 
honourable Member for Mid-Lanark said 
something about law officers taking 
briefs or fees in cases to which they could 
not personally attend. Now, law officers 
have never done that. I am not aware 
of any cases having come to my know- 
ledge during my tenure of office in which 
a law officer’s brief has been handed over 
to other counsel to do. We hear a great 
deal about these matters, but formal 
briefs have been abolished for many 
years, and law officers get no fees except 
for cases which they personally conduct. 
With regard to some members of the 
profession—— 
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Mr. CALDWELL: I did not mean my 
remarks to apply to the Attorney 
General. 


Sm R. WEBSTER: It did seem to 
me that they had no relation to this 
question. Well, let me say one word 
with regard to the power of the direction 
of business. I believe the Government 
have been in the habit of extending to 
their law officers the confidence which I 
know they have extended to me, and for 
which I am very thankful. Now, some 
person must be responsible for saying 
whether or not cases are fit and proper 
for the law officers to attend to. I do 
not know on whom that responsibility is 
to be cast, if not upon the Attorney 
General, and if you cannot trust the 
Attorney General to carry out those 
duties. he is certainly not fit to oeeupy 
his post very long. It will not be 
judicious to give to the heads of depart- 
ments the right of determining whether 
they should be represented by the law 
officers in litigation, because they will 
all wish 10 be represented in that way. 
I can tell the honourable Gentleman that 
the cases of the heads of departments 
will, under all circumstances, be argued 
by law officers of the Crown. I can also 
assure honourable Members opposite 
that the heads of departments are quite 
like other people—they are apt to think 
that their own cases are the most im- 
portant to be brought before the courts, 
and as Ministers press their own views 
in this House, so Ministers press their 
own cases forward. All I can say in 
conclusion is that the experience of a 
great many years has satisfied me that 
to revert to the system under which a 
salary was paid in the case of contentious 
business—I do not care about the amount 
one bit, except under exceptional circum- 
stances—would not be for the interests 
of the country. I am satisfied that you 
ought to be able to get the work done on 
a moderate scale of remuneration, and 
not upon a fancy scale—not on the scale 
you pay some of the honourable Members 
of this House who appear at the Bar. I 
hope and trust, and. I think. when you 
go fully into the matter, you will agree 
with me that this is the best system, 
and I am quite sure those who succeed 
me will apply the same principles in the 
interests of the country. 
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Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
feel very much relieved at the declara- 
tion of the learned Attorney General, 
that nothing which has been said on this 
occasion shall be taken by him as per- 
sonal. This is an indication of the spirit 
in which the learned Attorney General 
has entered into this discussion. A short 
time back we had a very earnest discus- 
sion of the payment of the emoluments 
of another law officer of the country, and 
therefore I think those who took part in 
that Debate are perfectly justified in 
doing so upon this occasion. With 
regard to what the learned Attorney 
General said about employing specialists 
for special cases, and, above all, to have 
the very best talent that can be engaged, 
I entirely agree with him. I do not 
think anyone will dispute that for a 
moment. I should not for a moment, 
even in my state of ignorance, suggest 
that a criminal lawyer should be sent 
into the Admiralty Court to argue 
matters connected with marine life. At 
the same time I think it would be pos 
sible to so arrange the business that the 
law officers and the Solicitor General 
might have salaries allotted to them to 
do all the Crown work that comes within 
the possible scale, and in cases like those 
which the learned Attorney General has 
so well illustrated provision should be 
made that the law officers in cases of that 
kind should advise the Government in 
special cases as to whom they should 
employ. What the taxpayers think is 
this, that we ought to get our law at a 
cheaper rate than what we are getting it 
done for now. We are paying probably 
£22,000, or £23,000, or £24,000, or 
£25,0U0 a year to the Solicitor General 
and to the Attorney General between 
them. The taxpayers think it is too 
much. I am not saying this particularly 
of the present learned Attorney General, 
for I think that he is entitled to as high 
pay as any other Attorney General that 
ever occupied the position, and probably 
whoever will occupy that position; but 
that is not the point, which is, 
whether we think that we are pay- 
ing more than is necessary, and paying 
more than we ought to pay, for our legal 
advice. You have to remember that 
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is perhaps not more than they might 
earn at the Bar, if they were not Mem- 
bers of this House, or if they were not 
officers of the Government, but private 
persons have a perfect right to pay 
whatever fancy price they like out of 
their own pockets, in order to adorn 
their cases with the highest learning and 
the greatest skill which can be supplied 
by advocates, but when we are employ- 
ing these officers, we generally take an 
Attorney General and a Solicitor Gene 
ral for five or six years. It is a pretty 
certain thing thaf both the present law 
officers of the Crown will have a five 
years’ term of office, and, of course, five 
years’ constant salary at a very high rate 
indeed, It will probably be for six years, 
as an enthusiastic supporter of the 
Government behind me says—he believes 
they will be in office for six years. Now, 
I think that £10,000 a year is quite 
high enough, in all conscience, for the 
law officers of the Crown, in addition to 
which he always has in front of him the 
prospects of still greater promotion, and 
that should be a reason why the salary 
paid should not be an extravagant one. 
Take the present Attorney General. I 
do not suppose there is an office in the 
gift of the Government that he could not 
claim whenever it became vacant—any 
judgeship—the Lord Chief Justiceship, 
or any other appointment. The present 
Attorney General could take any of them 
if he so wished. If, unhappily, the Lord 
Chancellorship should become vacant, 
nothing could stand between the present 
Attorney General and the Lord Chancel- 
lorship—if he took the usual course, and 
went through the usual channel to make 
it known that he desired to have it. 


Sir R. WEBSTER: What are they? 


Mr. BROADHURST: Those channels 
are better known to the Attorney 
General than to myself. What I want to 
point out is this: that all the great 
prizes and gifts are within the reach of 
the law officers of the Crown, and those 
things should be taken into considera- 
tion when we are fixing these salaries. I 
do contend that, even making allowance 
for what the Attorney General pointed 
out as to the necessity of employing 
lawyers in special cases who have de 
voted their attention to that special 
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branch of the law, notwithstanding that 
we should fix a salary for the law off- 
cers, and we should know what we are 
paying each year, and the country and 
taxpayers should know what they are 
paying exactly. I do not think we are 
paying an extravagantly high price; in 
fact, I am sure that if those offices were 
put up to competition, we should get 
them filled for less than half the money. 
I am not, however, proposing to put 
them up to competition, but if they were 
put up to competition, we should have 
swarms of aspirants. 


Sir R. WEBSTER : Do you propose to 
put the Attorney Generalship up to com- 
petition ? 


Mr. BROADHURST: No, because in 
proposing to do that, I know we should 
not have the present Attorney General 
applying, who is such an ornament and 
an official of great value to the nation, 
but we may not always get such a good 
one. But I do not want to pay the 
same price to a bad man as to a good 
man, I believe that in the interests of 
the taxpayers—in the interests of the 
great mass of the working people of this 
country, we are paying far too high a 
price for legal advice in Government 
matters. It is very seldom, and never 
except on this occasion, and on the occa 
sion of the discussion of the previous 
Vote for another great law officer of the 
State, that I enter into the Debates on 
this question, because, as a rule, our 
Ministers and officials are well worthy of 
the money we pay them. That is my 
own personal opinion, but in a case of 
this scrt, when we run into £12,000, 
£15,000, £18,000, or £20,000 a year for 
legal advice, I do think that that is a 
heavy bill indeed to be paid, and we 
might get it equally well done if we paid 
the present Attorney General £10,000 a 
year, and barred his special fees. I be 
lieve we should get the work done equally 
as well under those circumstances, I 
object to special fees, and to all kinds 
of “extras,” whether in Imperial matters 
or in local matters, for it always occurs 
that enormous bills are run up which 
are higher than is necessary, and much 
money is spent in this way that might 
have been saved. I hope that the learned 
Attorney General will not construe a 
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single word I have said in anything like 
@ personal sense. 


Sir R. WEBSTER: Hear, hear! 


Mr. BROADHURST: I have said these 
things simply because I believe that 
these large sums of money are extra- 
vagant, and I am bound, as one of the 
representatives of the taxpayers of this 
country, to enter this protest. 


Mr. BIRRELL (Fife, W.): I do not 
believe that the taxpayers as a class 
take a very deep interest in the salary 
of the Attorney General. I think it is 
rather disappointing that we do not get 
the amount of his salary in Whittaker’s 
Almanack, as we did the salaries of pre- 
vious Attorney Generals. 


Sir R. WEBSTER: You get it there, 
but it is wrong. 


Mr. BIRRELL: Well, I learn for the 
first time to-day, from the lips of my 
right honourable Friend the learned 
Attorney General, that during the year 
1896-97 he made an additional £7,000, 
which is a very satisfactory sum. He 
evidently thought it so himself, and he 
has also had £6,039 for contentious busi- 
ness, thus making up his salary to 
£13,039. I think it would be desirable 
to know what the salary of the Attorney 
General was, and I am therefore rather 
sorry that there should have been a 
departure from what I always understood 
was fixed by the Treasury Minute of 1894, 
which fixed the salary of the Attorney 
General and the Solicitor General at a 
fixed sum. I do not knowewhat the his 
tory of that transaction is. If the Attor 
ney General will tell me the various 
Minutes when he had the usual practice 
for the first time interfered with, I shall 
be greatly obliged. 


Sir R. WEBSTER: Early in the 
seventies the salary of the Attorney 
General came to about £14,000 or 


£15,000 a year. Now, in 1874, when Sir 
Henry James was the Attorney General 
for the first time, the salaries were fixed 
at £7,000 for the Attorney General and 
£6,000 for the Solicitor General, with 
fees for contentious business; that sys 
tem prevailed up to 1892, when Sir 
Charles Russell agreed to give up private 
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practice, with exception of the House of 
Lords and Privy Council, and to fix the. 
salaries at £7,000 and £6,000, with fees 
for contentious business at as high a. 
rate as other counsel would be paid for 
similar business, with this result: that 
there was a considerable increase in the 
amount paid under that head. When 
the honourable Gentleman the Member 
for Dumfries and the late Sir Frank 
Lockwood for the first time came into 
office, the salaries were fixed at £7,000 
and £6,009, with £3,000 added to each 
for contentious business. I myself 
refused to accept office on the same terms 
for contentious business, and when the 
matter had been carefully considered, it 
was acknowledged that I had made out 
a good case for an alteration of that sys 
tem. The only other alteration is that 
made at the time by Sir Charles Russell 
when his private practice was taken 
away. It was usual to pay out of his 
own pocket for his clerks, but there was 
an allowance made for two clerks, one at 
£500 a year, and the other at £300 a 
year. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I think most people 
will think that these figures are most 
satisfactory. I pointed out that he was 
well advised in objecting to the £3,000 
a year for contentious business, seeing 
that during the years 1895-96 his fees 
for contentious business have exceeded 
that amount by £916, and during 1896-97 
by more than double that amount. 1 do 
not for a moment dispute, and I should 
not pretend to do so, these amounts, and 
I entirely agree with the argument which 
the Attorney General produced, showing 
that it is desirable very often for the 
Crown to have the benefit of other 
lawyers and eminent persons in special 
cases. Of course, in employing these 
specialists it is no reflection on those 
gentlemen, and it is desirable that the 
Crown should be able to obtain the ser- 
vices of those who are best fitted to con- 
duct the particular kind of cases which 
need to be conducted; but I am not at 
all sure that the market value of an Attor- 
ney General and a Solicitor General is 
not too highly estimated by the remune 
ration which they now receive, and I 
should like to have the opinion of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, as to 
whether he thinks my right honourable 
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Friend sitting next to him is worth 
£13,000 a year or not, but I cannot help 
thinking that the £7,000 for non-conten 
tious business might advantageously be 
reduced. I am bound to say that 1 do 
not think it is a matter in which the 
country takes the least interest, for it 
delights in paying leading men of the 
Bar most enormous fees. It takes a 
positive pleasure, and gloats over the fact 
that these gentlemen have received such 
enormous sums, and I think a litigant 
thinks that it adds to his importance 
when he has employed a counsel to 
whom he has to give 5U0 guineas before 
he will open his mouth. I do not think 
my honourable Friend will make much 
out of this before the country. What | 
do think, however, is most important, 
and it is that we should have some means 
of knowing what the law officers are 
making; and I think, as the Financial 
Secretary happens now to be in his place, 
because his Department is responsible for 
this, he might give us his opinion on the 
subject. However, the Attorney General 
has, in a most manful manner, made a 
clean breast of it, and I am sure we 
are all very much obliged to him for 
giving us the information which we stood 
so much in need of. 


Mr. LOUGH: My honourable and 
learned Friend has hinted that the only 
object one has on a question of this 
kind is to make something out of it 
before the country. Well, that is a some- 
what low view of the duty which Members 
on both sides have to discharge. Our 
eye is not continually on the country, but 
we have to try and maintain a good 
arrangement if we can, and by criticism 
we might possibiy improve such arrange 
ment. We have heard with the greatest 
interest—and I join with everything that 
has been said of the Attorney General— 
the statement that he has made, and 
on the ground of mere figures there is 
not much to be made out of the argument 
that has been urged from this side of the 
House. But we do not always, I think, 
get the most important side of the ques- 
tion by figures. After all, the Attorney 
General only gave us one reason 
against the 1894 arrangement. The 

eason which the Attorney General 
gave was that occasionally the 
Crown might require special service. 
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Sir, I think there is very little weight 
in that argument. There is no reason 
why the specialist should not be eim- 
ployed. It may involve extra payment, 
it may involve an extra payment of 
£1,000 or £2,000 in a particular year, 
but there is an extra payment under the 
system which the Attorney General him- 
self advocates, and therefcre I think 
there is no reason for assuming that the 
system of 1894 necessarily excludes the 
Government from securing the best ser- 
vice of any counsel upon any particular 
occasion. I will submit one argument, 
which I think will appeal to the honour- 
able and learned Gentleman, for a return 
to the old arrangement of 1894. = It is 
this, that it would put an end to these 
discussions in this House—an absolute 
end. The honourable Member for West 
Fife says that people would satisfy their 
curiosity, and he says he would like to 
see the amount in Whitaker’s Almanack, 
which would enable one to see exactly 
what the figures are, but we cannot get 
at the figures under this arrangement. 
The honourable and learned Member ihas. 
kindly told us all he knows, but he has 
not given us the figures for 1897-98, ank 
we have not had the return for the last 
two years, and no return whatever sincs 
1895-96. I think, Mr. Lowther, the old 
arrangement had this advantage. It is 
not pleasant to discuss these matters of 
salary before the honourable and learned 
Gentlemen who are interested in thei, 
and the arrangement of 1894 put an 
end to these discussions, it fixed an 
amount which was a final matter. It 
was a very delicate matter to handle, 
but it was skilfully handled, and I chink 
it owas a very _ satisfactory ar- 
rangement, and I think it is a 
great pity that it was not main- 
tained and that we should have zune 
back to the old arrangement, which ap- 
pears to be the result that has now arisen. 
While I quite agree with the disposition 
to discuss this, not in any personal sense, 
but in a perfectly friendly way to the 
oecupants of the Front Bench, yet I think 
the Government is greatly to blame for 
having gone back on the arrangement 
of 1894. The last time we discussed 
this question we were assured that the 
new arrangement would not be more 
costly. For these reasons, I think, the 
matter ought to be reconsidered, and we 
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ough: to go back now to the exact 
arrangement of 1894 as one that would 
be in all respects more satisfactory than 
the present system. 


Mr. LEWIS: May I draw the 
right honourable Gentleman’s attention 
to the fact that there is one point with 
which he has not dealt? Under the 
1894 arrangement no complaint of any 
kind, so far as we have heard, was made 
with regard to that arrangement in any 
shape or form. I de not know whether 
all the learned Gentlemen who  lild 
office under that arrangement were per- 
fectly satisfied with it, but, at all events, 
we heard no complaint whatever on that 
score, and with regard to the attitate 
of the public to which the honourable 
and learned Gentleman referred, lie said 
that if the law officers were paid by fixed 
salary the public would demand that the 
law officers should take every case them- 
selves; but the public made no such 
demand under the 1894 arrangement, 
and it was left to the law officers of the 
Crown. We have had some very interest- 
ing figures placed before us, but I do 
not propose to repeat them further than 
to say that in the first year, in 1896, 
£1,000 more than the 1894 arrangement 
was paid to the Attorney General, and 
in the following year £3,000 more was 
paid. The honourable and _ learned 
Gentleman has told us that that increase 
has been in consequence of special and 
exceptional circumstances. Well, I ven- 
ture to think that in the sphere so ably 
presided over by the Attorney General 
these special and exceptional circum- 
stances constantly crop up. The ques- 
tions with which he has to deal are of 
such great importance that it is very easy 
for him to say that in a particular year 
it is a special and exceptional year. The 
honourable and learned Gentleman made 
a very clear and lucid statement, from his 
own point of view, but I am bound to 
say that on this question of having a 
fixed salary for both the Attorney General 
and the Solicitor General I feel very 
strongly. ‘ 

Sm R. WEBSTER: The system 
of 1894 was only in force for nine 
months in the year, and both from the 
Department point of view and from the 
point of view of getting thrcugh the werk 
it certainly was not satisfactory. 

Mr. Lough. 
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Mr. CALDWELL: This Motion is 
moved on the ground of principle. We 
certainly on this side of the House hold 
that the Attorney General’s salary should 
not exceed for all purposes of the Crown 
the sum of £10,000. If, on the other 
hand, you adopt the theory of the Attor- 
ney General that he is to be paid by a 
fixed salary and also to be paid for ccn- 
tentious business, then we put the Attor- 
ney General in that case on the same 
footing as if he got his £5,000 a year, 
and then let him have his fees for other 
business. The sum is £7,000 a year. 
Now, if we give the Attorney General 
the same salary as the Secretary of 
State and allow him to have conten- 
tious business, that has the effect of the 
reduction that I move. We have nothinz 
to do with what income may be made at 
the Bar. Take Sir Charles ’ Russell: 
he goes upon the Bench, and he takes 
a position on the Bench, and takes it 
at half the salary he would make at the 
Bar. What is made at the Bar is no 
criterion of what ought to be given (or 
an office. We are not bound to go into 
the legal profession and bid and take the 
man with the highest reputation, but 
we have to say, “ What is the price which 
the State is prepared to give for the work 
which he is to be called upon to perform !” 
It is not to the interest of the State or 
the legal profession either to make the 
position of the Attorney General too 
much to be coveted for a long period by 
one man. It is the prize of the legal 
profession which they wish to pass round. 
They do not wish one Attorney General 
to monopolise the position so that other 
eminent men at the Bar may not have 
an opportunity of having a round at the 
same office. I think it is not right that 
we should make the position so comfort- 
able that one would remain there instead 
of taking his promotion and passing it 
round, and letting other people have a 
chance of holding a position of that kind. 
I maintain, at any rate, that the salary 
we give for the work of the Attorney 
General should be fixed, and that it 
should have no reference whatever to the 
fees that are made at the Bar, but should 
be treated on the same analogous lines 
as the case of judges. We never pay the 
judges what they get at the Bar; we do 
not do it because the position of a judge 
carries such weight with it that all 
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pecuniary considerations are not taken) shall not be more than £10,000 a year. 
into account. In the same way with the| We do not say so many hours here and 
Attorney General, his position is coveted there, but a reasonable amount of work ; 
on account of the position without] and in certain cases they may employ a 
reference to the special emoluments to! specialist to deal with special cases. The 





be given. 


specialists, I quite understand, supposing 


With regard to the matter of argument the Attorney General uses with 
| regard to appearing in cases in which ha 


the Attorney General’s salary was ‘| is not acquainted with the special subject, 


include both contentious and non-con- 
tentious business, that he would only do 
those duties in a reasonable way as he 
might reasonably expect would be in his 


| 


does not apply to our arrangement am 
| more than to his, and we do not expect 
|him to appear in such cases, but the 
| principle we contend for is that £10,000 


own particular sphere as the Attorney| a year is ample to pay for his services, 
General. We would not wish him to take, both for contentious and non-contentious 
that these! business, and I must therefore press thi 
matters ought to be given to other coun-| Motion to a Division. 


special cases. We think 


added 


sel, and not 


reference to 


to the Attorney} ical 
General’s salary, and the Motion has no| uestion put— 


making the 


Attorney | 


“That the Vote be reduced by £2,000 in 


General and the Solicitor General to do} respect of the salary of the Attorney General.” 


all the work. 


We only expect them to 
appear in certain cases, but we mean 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 445 


that the amount to be paid by the State; Noes 122.—(Division List No. 276.) 


AYES. 


Allen, Wm. (Newe.-under-L.) | Doogan, P, C. 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg. John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh.) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A, 


Arnold. Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson. Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balfour. Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manc’r) 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Rartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. A. (Brist’l) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C, 
Rill. Charles 

Roulnois, Edmund 

Rousfield, William Robert 
Rrodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Rveknill, Thomas Townsend 
Rullard. Sir Harrv 

Cavendish. V C.W. (Derbvsh.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 





Duckworth, James 

Hogan, James Francis 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
McLaren, Chas. Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry ; 
Morton, F. J. C. (Devonport 
Moss, Samuel 

O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Rickett, J. Compton 


NOES. 


| Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
| Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 

| Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) | 
| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane. Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb. Sir John Charles R. 
Cornwallis, F. Stanley W. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Curzon, RtHn.G.N.(Lane.SW) | 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dennv, Colonel 

Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers | 
Drucker. A. | 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. | 


F 2 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T(Hudd’rsf’ld) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES-— 
Mr. Herbert Lewis and Mr. 
Caldwell. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw, 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Manc’r) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay. Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas © 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 

Gedge, Sidney 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk, 
Gordon. Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G’-g's) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Captain 
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Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Heath, James 

Hornby, William Henry 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon, Evelyn 
Jenkins, "Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, "James 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’)) 
Lowe, Francis Wiliam 


Monk, Charles 


Morton, A. H. 
Murray, Chas. 


Newdigate, Fra 


Pierpoint, 
Pollock, Harry 


Purvis, Robert 
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Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 


More, Robert Jasper 
Morrison, Walter 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Robert 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
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Ryder, John Herbert Duiley 
Sharpe, William Edward 1 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshirs} 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.). 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes- Cox, Thomas 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strauss, Arthur 

Thornton, Perey M. 

Verney, Hon. Richd. Greville 
Warkworth, Lord 
Webster, Sir R. FE. (I. of W.y 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E 
Williams, Joseph P. (Birm.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Baty) 


James 


A. (Deptford) 
J. 


(Coventry) 


neis Alexander 


Frederick 


be 





Lowles, John Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'l) | Wylie, Alexander 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. | Wyndham, George 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) Robertson, Herbert (Hac! ney) 

McKillop, James Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Malcolm, Ian Round, James Sir William Walrond and 
Martin, Richard Biddulph Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) Mr. Anstruther. 


Motion made— 


“That the sum of £39,282 be granted to 
Her Majesty for the expenses of the Law 
Officers of the Crown.” 


Question put. | 
Agreed to. 
Motion made— 


“That the sum of £30,800 be granted to 
Her Majesty for miscellaneous legal expenses 
and grants in aid of the expenses of the In- 
corporated Law Society.” 


Dr. CLARK: I should like to call 
attention to the enormous increase in the 
payment made to the sheriffs. It was 
£14,000 last year, and now it is £20,000, 
and that is a very serious increase. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I shall be glad to 
tell the honourable Member the detailed 
items in the contribution to the sherifis 
which are responsible for that increase. 


Dr. CLARK: I understand that the 
high sheriffs have had a certain amount 
of expenditure in connection with dining. 
Now, we have got to pay a portion of 
this, and when it makes such a very 
serious increase we really want to know 
the reason why. In England you have 
got gentlemen like Mr. Hooley, and 
millionaires of that kind, who are anxious 
to be high sheriffs, and to them these 
expenses do not matter. Now, if they 
are going to give very nice dinners to 
these gentlemen, and then ask Parlia- 





ment to pay the bill, I do not think it 
ought to be allowed to take place. 
HANBURY: They 


*Mr. have other 


| charges. 


Mr. LEWIS: The question is what 
has really made this very large 
increase. It is so great that we thought 
the right honourable Gentleman would 
be able to tell the Committee what it 


consisted of, but I understand that 
he is unable to give us any jn- 
formation. I have risen for the purpose: 


of drawing attention to the expenses of 
the Railway and Canal Commission. 
Last year the right honourable Gentle- 
man, the Member for Wolverhampton 
drew attention to this question, and 
suggested that some inquiry should be 
made into the work done by the Com- 
mission and the amount that it cost the 
country. The Commissioners have been 
appointed under 51 and 52 Vic., and they 
have received the maximum amount of 
salary authorised to be paid by that Act. 
This, Mr. Lowther, is a well-paid Com- 
mission, and of that there can be no doubt 
whatever, and I am always puzzled when 
I look over a Report of the Commission 
for the previous year to understand how 
it is that so very few cases have been 
heard, and that there are such a large 
number of actions pending. Last year, 
or rather in the year 1896, the last year 
for which we have a Report, only 18 
cases were heard, 28 cases had been 


settled out of court, or the application in 
respect of those cases was withdrawn, and 











469 Supply. 


the number of cases pending—for how 
Jong they were pending I do not know, 
but it seems to me that they must be 
carried on from year to year—makes the 
astonishing total of 91 cases, that is to 
say, only 18 cases had been heard, and 
no less than 91 cases were pending. Now, 
it is a well-paid Commission, and also a 
very expensive Commission ; the fact that 
so few cases have been heard by the Rail- 
way and Canal Commission shows that 
it is extremely difficult for the trading 
world to anproach it. There are a vast 
number of cases arising in_ rela- 
tion to railway rates all over the 
«country which would properly be the 
subject of investigation on the part of 
this Commission, but traders are dis- 
«couraged from avvroaching the Commis- 
sion from the fact that it is an extremely 
expensive thing to fight a railway com- 
rany before a Commission becaus2 che 
fees are so very heavy, and moreover che 
‘Commission has not, judging from its 
annual reports, that character for the 
despatch of business which would en- 
courage the ordinary commercial man t9 
approach the Commission with his brief. 
{ think, Mr. Lowther, that it would be 
far better if it were possible to appoint 
a number of Sub-Commissioners, because 
the Sub-Commissioners are paid at a con- 
siderably lower rate than the Commis- 
sioners, who are paid at the rate of 
£2,000 a year, and these Sub-Commis- 
sioners would be able to deal with the 
small cases arising all over the country. 
T think if that were done it would be pos- 
sible to effect a great deal more work by 
the Railway and Canal Commission. As 
it is, we have very few cases tried and 
decided before it. We pay the Commis- 
‘slioners a very handsome salary, and we 
receive, it appears to me, a very inade- 
quate return for that salary, and I would 
like the honourable and learned Gentle- 
man to explain how it is that ultimately 
so very few cases come to be heard b2fore 
this Commission, and these cases, no 
doubt, are cases between very Jarge 
traders or bodies of traders and the prin- 
cipal railway companies of the country. 
It is one of the most necessary functions 
of the Government to see that the trad- 
ing community have fair play in regard 
to railway rates. If they come to cnis 
House for the amendment of their rates 
they have to face the prospect of a lonz 
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and expensive fight in a Committee up- 
stairs. Unless the interests concerned are 
of an extremely powerful character, able 
to rely upon a very heavy purse, their 
chance of asserting their just claims is a 
very small one. Theoretically, every one 
has a right to appear before a Committee 
of this House and to press his claim to 
justice in regard to railway rates and a 
number of other matters, but practically 
the unfortunate result is that the 
enormous expense attending the ap- 
peal to the Committee is so great 
as to put it practically out of 
the question, except in a very few 
cases. Theoretically, too, we are allowed 
in this House to raise these questions, 
but we are always met by the reply that 
this is a question which ought to b3 
thrashed out in the Committee upstairs. 
It therefore appears to me that the 
tribunal to which is committed the task 
of determining questions of this kind 
should be an efficient, speedy, and inex- 
pensive tribunal. I do not make any com- 
plaints of the inefficiency of the Commis- 
sion. I do not know anything about 
that one way or the other, and I daresay 
it is an efficient tribunal. It certainly 
ought to be having regard to what we 
pay for it, but what I do say is that the 
record of its proceedings do not appear 
to show that its procedure is of a speedy 
character, however efficient it may be. 
{ should like to see a very much larger 
number of cases tried before this tribunal 
in order that a greater number of traders 
throughout the country might be able to 
receive justice in the important matter of 
railway rates. 


*Sm A. ROLLIT (Islington, S.): The 
complaint made by my _ honourable 
Friend opposite is one which is very fre- 
quently made in this House. No doubt 
this tribunal is to be respected, but it 
does fail, many of us think, to meet the 
commercial wants of the day. The busi- 
ness transacted—some 19 cases I think 
—is already, to my remembrance of the 
Report, about the average; on the other 
hand the cost of the tribunal, according 
to the amount which appears in the 
Estimates to-day, is the very dispropor- 
tionate sum of somewhere about £300 
per case heard in court, which is incom- 
parable in all senses of the term with 
the cost of tribunals of a co-ordinate 
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character. Now, Sir, the court seems to 
many of us to be too cumbrous, to be 
too costly, and to be one in which those 
who take exception to railway rates 
and conditions imposed find it prac- 
tically impossible to appear before. The 
only way of doing so is to obtain the 
services of some railway or commercial 
association, and even under these circum- 
stances the expense incurred is so great, 
the length of hearing is frequently so 
great, and the ultimate satisfaction so 
small, that really the tribunal is one that 
may be spoken of as almost useless. 
It has been said that individually the com- 
position of this Commission is not open 
to reproach. I shou!d say that there is a 
very strong feeling that the court ought 
to have a more commercial character. If 
it was composed of those more conversant 
with the ways of traders and the manner 
in which traffic should be conducted, I 
think it is impossible, in the interests of 
trade and the industries of this country, 
to overrate the importance of having 
a good tribunal for the revision of rail- 
way rates. Those rates are very fre- 
quently less in foreign countries than 
in our own country, and that means a 
diversion of traffic from our own people 
to those in otner countries, and I hope 
that at no distant date this tribunal, 
against which we have protested almost 
year by year in the interests of the com- 
mercial community, will be revised, and 
that there will be placed at the disposal 
of the traders a tribunal which will 
have in itself members who have an 
acquaintance with the demands of trade, 
and that it will be unnecessary to call 
expert and other evidence at great cost, 
or to employ counsel under conditions 
which make the court absolutely deter- 
rent to the traders of the country. I 
heartily support this proposition. 


Dr. CLARK: This money is really 
wasted by Parliament in keeping up this 
Commission, because we are utterly 
unable to get any change, and the rail- 
way companies are still able to charge, 
as they are charging, these differential 
rates. I see the Minister of Agriculture 


here, and I daresay he has got any 

number of complaints from agriculturists 

all round about, that the railway com- 

panies are charging more carriage for 

a distance of 20 or 30 miles in this 
Sir A. Rollit. 
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country than they are charging for bring- 
ing goods over from other countries. It 
is cheaper for goods to be brought from. 
Normandy by boat and railway to 
London than to bring the same goods 
20 or 30 miles in this country. We have 
got a Railway Commission to do the work. 
It is recognised that the Land Commis- 
sion in Ireland has been readjust- 
ing fair rents. It is only right, 
therefore, that this Commission 
should determine what are fair rates, 
and that where they find unfair 
rates being charged they should have 
those rates revised. We had a generi 
revision of ‘the rates, and we expected 
that it would assist the trade of 
this country, and especially assist agri- 
culture; but this general revision, in- 
stead of assisting agriculture, had the 
opposite effect, and increased the charge. 
which agriculturists had to pay. So far 
as traders are concerned, they are 
entirely dissatisfied, and agriculturisis 
alike are entirely dissatisfied. I do not 
see any reason why this Committee sits, 
except for buttressing up the present 
railway system, which is a monopoly, 
and the Commission has not been of any 
value to anybody who was supposed to 
have been benefited by it. 


*Mr. LOYD (Berks, Abingdon): | 
desire to say a few words in favour of 
some Assistant Commissioners being 
appointed well acquainted with local 
needs, who might bring satisfaction to 
the minds of the traders in the locality. 
Apart from the important and intricate 
questions which come before the Com- 
missioners, there are smaller matters of 
reasonable dealing which can never bear 
the expense of proceedings before the 
Commissioners. I refer to such ques 
tion as the reasonableness of the charges 
and of the conditions imposed upon the 
farmers engaged in the milk trade. Short 
of a case before the Commissioners there 
should be some method of settling fair 
terms in a matter so vital to the farmers. 
But, at present, if they are not pre 
pared to go before the Commission they 
must take the terms the companies 
insist on. I am not one of those 
who would ever join in any un- 
reasonable attack upon the railway 
companies, because I am aware of 
tae difficulties under which they carry 
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on their traffic and the high standard of 
speed and comfort which is required of 
them. But it does seem to be 
placing the public in a rather awkward 
position when questions of this kind have 
to be decided practically by the com- 
panies, and not by any impartial tribunal 
to whom the traders can appeal. 


Sir R. WEBSTER: It is perfectly 
true that very often there are a 
good many cases pending before the 
Railway and Canal Commission, but, as a 
matter of fact, I may state to the House 
that in previous years it not unfrequently 
happened that the decision given in one 
case governed a number of other cases. 
Therefore it is not necessary to take all 
those cases here. With regard to the 
amount of work, I do not conceal from 
the House that the work done by this 
tribunal is not commensurate with its 
cost ; but I would remind the House that 
a great deal of the work done by the 
Commissioners does not appear in the 
contentious cases at all, such as settling 
agreements between railway companies 
and other matters, which are very neces- 
sary and which require to be settled by 
some tribunal. I should like to tell the 
House that in one of the years com- 
plained of I was informed that Sir 
Frederick Peel had attended every work- 
ing day during the sittings. Therefore 
the work of the Railway Commission is 
not represented by the contentious cases. 
I am willing to admit that the expenses 
are high in regard to the number of 
cases heard. As I said last year—and I 
will repeat it now—I think a great 
mistake was made in the interests 
of traders when, in 1894, the late Govern- 
ment were induced to pass an Act by 
which traders were not allowed to have 
their costs unless the Commissioners 
were of opinion that the claim was 
frivolous or that the defence was frivo- 
lous or vexatious. I am perfectly cer- 
tain, and I have never hesitated in ex: 
pressing my opinion on this matter, that 
it was a great mistake. I appeared in 
the great bulk of the cases, more often 
for traders than for the railway com- 
panies. I was on both sides, and I say 
that invariably if traders had any case 
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at all they always got their costs. I am 
perfectly satisfied that the section ought 
to be repealed and the trader ought to 
get his costs against the companies. It 
is obvious that the company can afford 
to fight the case better than the trader. 
That is one of these Amendments 
brought in in the interests of the traders, 
and I am sure it would reduce the expense. 
It was introduced at the instance of the 
traders in the belief that it would reduce 
the expense, but it has had quite the con- 
trary effect. I hope, if we are to make 
this tribunal successful, we shall bring 
in some Bill to simplify the procedure 
and give them the costs in the ordinary 
way. I do not think that Sub-Commis- 
sioners would be a satisfactory way of 
treating the subject, because we are not 
dealing with light railways now. The 
questions which arise should be dealt 
with by this tribunal, and I am sure 
the results will be very well worthy of 
the time spent upon it by Parliament. 


Mr. LEWIS: The support that my 
honourable Friend has received on both 
sides of the House has been of an 
influential character. I was glad to hear 
what the Attorney General has just said. 
The Member for Islington speaks with 
peculiar knowledge and authority upon 
this question. He has been the presi- 
dent of the Associated Chambers of Com- 
merce of the United Kingdom for a con- 
siderable time, and he is now the presi- 
dent of the London Chamber of Com- 
merce. Traders throughout the country 
feel that they have in the constitution of 
this tribunal a very strong grievance. 
We have had some kind of intimation 
from the honourable and _ learned 
Gentleman that, in his opinion, there 
ought to be amending legislation. I had 
intended to move a reduction of £1,000 
in this Vote. I did not do so when I 
first rose because I thought some other 
honourable Gentleman might have a re- 
duction to move ; but if the right honour- 
able Gentleman will say that the Govern- 
ment will introduce legislation upon this 
subject 


Sm R. WEBSTER : 
to say. 





It is not for me 
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Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! This 
is not the question under consideration. 


Mr. LEWIS: I was not aware that I 
was going outside the bounds of order, 
Mr. Lowther. What I was going to say 
was in order to give the right honourable 
Gentleman an opportunity of expressing 
his opinion as to giving these traders an 
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opportunity of expressing their views. [I 
beg to move— 

“That Item E be reduced by £1,000, in 


respect of the salaries of the Railway and 
Canal Commission.” 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 28; 
Noes 118—(Division List No. 277.) 





Allen, W. (Newe.-under-L.) 
Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Clough, Walter Owen | 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 





Duckworth, James 


Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Bagot, Captain J. FitzRoy 
Balcarres. Lord 

Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach. Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Brist’l) 
Bill, Charles 

Bonsor. Henry Cosmo Orme 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bucknill, Thomas Townsend 





Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chaloner. Capt. R. G. W. | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) | 
Chaplin. Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) | 
Cochrane. Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb. Sir John Charles R. 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
Cornwallis, F. Stanley W. 
Courtnev, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Curzon, RtHn.G.N.(Lane.SW) | 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dennv. Colonel 

Doughty, Georve 

Doulas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers 
Drucker. A. 

Duncombe. Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Manc.) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H 


AYES. 


Hogan, James Francis 
Macaleese, Daniel 

McLaren, Chas. Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 

Morton, E, J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighsh.) 


NOES. 


Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Fortescue 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt, Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Captain 


Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. | 


Heath, James 
Helder, Augustus 
Hornby, Wiliam Henry 


Hozier, Hon, Jas. Hy. Cecil 


Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, Sir D. Swansea) 


Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. 4. R. | 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Tong, Rt. Hon. W. .Uiverp'l) 
Lowe, Francis Willi 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. #™'xon 
McKillop, James 

Martin, Richard Biddulvh 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Monk, Charles James 

More. Robert Jasper 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Morrison, Walter 
ew. fs 


' Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodall, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Mr. Herbert Lewis and Mr. 
Brigg. 


Morton, A. H. A. (Deviford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Gratam 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Thornton, Percy M. 

Verney, Hon. Richard G. 
Warkworth, Lord 

Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wodehouse. Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 

Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Upon the return of the Committee, after 
the usual interval, on the Vote to com- 
plete the sum of £326,251 for such of the 
salaries and expenses of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature as are not charged 
en the Consolidated Fund, 


Mr. BRIGG : I notice that there is here 
an allowance to the present Serjeant-at- 
Arms of £97 a year, in respect of the 
payments made to him formerly out of 
Hanaper fees. Those fees are now 
abolished, but it seems that although the 
fees are abolished, yet £97 still remains 
in place of Hanaper fees, and is paid to 
the present Serjeant-at-Arms. Now, if 
the Hanaper fees are abolished entirely 
why should this amount of £97 be put in 
place of them? Why should it not be 
abolished, too? It is only a paltry sum, 
but I fail to see why it should remain. I 
am not complaining of the amourtt of 
£97, which the Serjeant-at-Arms receives 
in place cf the Hanaper fees he used to 
receive, but I do put to the Committee 
the desirability of doing away with this 
thing. The Hanaper fees having been 
abolished I do submit that this last rem- 
nant should be abolished also. 


Sm R. WEBSTER: If the honourable 
Gentleman had followed this matter a 
little further into former years he would 
have seen that some years ago, when the 
Hanaper fees were abolished, the present 
Serjeant-at-Arms was in office, so that it 
was not possible to abolish the fees with- 
out giving him some compensation. This 
figure, which is less than the fees 
amounted to, was taken to represent them, 
and the country derived great benefit by 
paying it in lieu of them. 


Mr. BRIGG: Would the right honour- 
ab'e Gentleman say that when any change 
takes place this sum will be reduced? 


Sir R. WEBSTER: This sum will then 
disappear altogether. 


Mr. CALDWELL: There is another 
point in this Vote upon which I should 
like to say a word. The appointment of 
the judge’s clerk rests, as I understand, 
with the judge himself, and they put 
their own friends, or persons in whom 
they have some interest, into these posi- 
tions, quite apart from the  considera- 
tion as to their suitability for public ser 
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vice. Now, appointments of late years 
made in this House have been on the 
ground of special fitness. Of course, I 
quite recognise, with regard to matters 
connected with the law and the courts 
special fitness is required, and it is not 
possible, perhaps, to introduce the Civil 
Service system in making those appoint- 
ments, because under that system there 
is no special training. The training 
must, of course always occur in the 
courts of law and in private practice, but 
that is no reason why a judge should 
heve the appointment, and nominate per- 
sons, practically, without reference to 
special qualifications. These matters 
have been referred to upon previous occa- 
gions, and what we want to know is 
whether the Government are prepared to 
introduce a change in the system of these 
appointments and ses that the appoint- 
ments shall be made having regard to 
the special fitness of the person 
appointed. I should submit that an office 
of that kind should be made by means 
of a competitive examination, and not 
by nomination, and by and by, when 
these offices become vacant, men who are 
barristers, who have not been successful 
at the Bar would compete, and you would 
then, by that means, improve and add 
to the dignity of the position. We are 
shortly going to have a Commission as to 
the appointments to this and the House 
of Lords, which have always been made 
by nomination, which it is admitted to 
be a wrong principle; and it is suggested 
that these appointments should be com- 
petitive, and I think that that is the 
principle which should be adopted with 
regard to the judges’ clerks, and 1 hope 
any future appointments will be subject 
to competitive examination. 


Sir R. WEBSTER: So far as the clerk- 
ships to the lord justices are concerned, 
they are always filled by competitive 
examination, but a judge is in an entirely 
different position. The judge’s clerk is 
the personal attendant to the judge, and 
has to look after his robes, and he also 
looks after his notes. He is a private 
clerk to the judge, and the practice has 
invariably been, and could not be altered 
without great inconvenience to the 
judges, that on the appointment to the 
bench. the judge immediately appoints 
his private clerk. The honourable 
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Gentleman is labouring under a mis- 


apprehension ; this clerk is in the posi- 
tion of a body clerk. 


Sir C. DILKE: It is not the fact, is 
it, that the body clerks are the only 
persons exempt from examination? 


Sm R. WEBSTER : The only other per- 
scns exempt from examination are 
persons who, by reason of their legal 
training, are excused from examination. 


Mr. BRIGG: May I ask a question 
with regard to the record office of the 
Supreme Court? I notice there are 
several offices there—the Master, the 
Queen’s Remembrancer, and the Registrar 
of Crown Coroners, and other registrars— 
the offices, two of which we are told to- 
night will be swept away upon the next 
vacancy. I wish to know why the others 
should be retained if these two are to be 
swept away? 


Sm R. WEBSTER: There are a very 
Jarge number of duties connected with 
the Exchequer which are now performed 
by the Queen’s Remembrancer, which are 
extra duties, and which used to be per. 
formed by another officer, who was paid 


the considerable salary of £1,800 
a year. I might be allowed, per- 
haps, to say, that there has been 


steady and consistent economy going on 
in these offices for many years, so much 
so that I think we have reached the low 
water mark, and if we make a new depar- 
ture, I am not certain that it will not 
have to be the other way. 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): I beg 
to ask whether the Treasury are pre- 
pared to pay the cost of the translation 
of Welsh wills into the English language? 
A number of Welsh people make the'r 
wills every year in that language—it is 
the language which is largely used in 
Wales in the ordinary course of life—and 
it is felt unfair that such a charge as is 
now imposed should be made. 


Sm R. WEBSTER: I _ understand 
that the past two years 
there hava been no complaints, and 
that no extra charge is made for trans- 
lation. 


during 


Sir R. Webster. 
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Mr. LEWIS: When the right honour- 
able Gentleman says that no complaint 
has been made, can it be stated that no 
charge has been made? 


Sm R. WEBSTER: 1 = believe 
not. 
Mr. LEWIS: That cannot be. I have 


had a return showing a number of cases. 


Sm R. WEBSTER: I _ believe 
that there has only been an additional 
charge for supplying an extra copy. 


Mr. LEWIS: But still there has been 
an additional charge, and as a matter of 
principle I object to it. 


Vote agreed to. 


A Note of £206,251 for Salaries and 
Expenses of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature, not charged to the Consoli- 
dated Fund, was agreed to. 


On the Vote of £5,285 for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Land Registry, 


Mr. CALDWELL: With respect to 
this Vote, I think the fees charged are 
altogether out of proportion to the 
expenses of the office. We do _ not 
expect a profit to be made out of such an 
institution. It ought to be self-support- 
ing and no more. 


Mr. LEWIS: I am sure the Attorney 
General is desirous, as we all ought to 
be, that people should have as much 
encouragement as possible to register 
their titles. It is quite evident that land 
registry is a money-making business, and 
the fees appear to be very much too high 
in proportion to the work done. It is 
right that fees should be charged and 
that persons who derive advantage from 
the existence of an institution of this 
kind should be prepared to pay some 
thing towards its support, but the 
amount derived from fees is nearly three 
times the cost of registration, according 
to the figures which we have before us. 
I should be glad if the Attorney General 
would state what effect the new system 
of land registration now adopted for the 
County of London will have upon the 
Middlesex Land Registry. There is als» 
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another question connected with this 
subject which was raised by the honour- 
able Member either last year or in 1896. 
It is the existence of two land registries, 
one belonging to the Woods and Forests 
Department and the other to the Middle 
sex Land Registry. For the sake o! 
economy, would it not be desirable that 
the Land Registry of the Woods and 
Forests Department should be omalga- 
mated with the Middlesex Land Registry! 


Sm R. WEBSTER: I am_ vey 
glad to find that the criticism upon 
this Vote is different from what it has 
been on previous occasions. Hitherto 
the complaint of honourable Members 
has been that the office does not pay. 
The total business of all kinds done is 
represented by the following figures :— 
in 1893 it was £18,386; in 1894, 
£18,078 ; 1895, £21,579; 1896, 
£27,412; and in 1897, £29,209, or an 
increase of something like 40 or 50 per 
cent. in five years. I am very glad to 
say that—slowly, I admit—the public are 
recognising the value of the registration 
of deeds. Reference has been made to 
the registrar’s salary, but it appears to 
be forgotten that it has come down from 
the time of Lord Westbury. It will, 
however, be revised when the next ap- 
pointment is made. With reference to 
the question put to me by the honour- 
able Member below the Gangway, I am 
not able to say anything about the future 
work under the Land Transfer Act of 
last Session, because the Order does not 
come in force until the latter part of the 
year, or possibly later. But I think 1 
may state that the work is going to be 
conducted at one registry, and, as far as 
I know, we have every reason to believe 
that the scale of fees, though moderate, 
will be such as will more than pay the 
expenses of the official staff required. 1 
believe that as a result of the amalgame- 
tion of two offices. there will be one 
registry, as far as Middlesex and London 
are concerned, at which all the work 
will be carried on. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I think the Attor- 
ney General has given a very satisfactory 
explanation, but there is one point to 
which I desire to draw attention. In 
framing the fees I think regard should 
be had to the value of the property ; 
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there should,in fact, be an ad valorem 
fee corresponding to the value shown on 


the deed. 


Mr. GEDGE: I should like to ask, 
before we pass this Vote, when the rules 
will come into force under the Land Trans- 
fer Act of last year, and whether pro- 
vision has been made in the estimates 
therewith for their coming into force on 
November 18th. The Land Transfer Act 
simply states that these rules are to be 
submitted to this House, and the House 
has 40 days within which to pass a Reso- 
lution approving of them. Now, these 
rules were sent to this House on the 19th 
of July, and therefore there will not be 
40 days between the 19th of July and the 
end of the Session 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is raising a question 
of the procedure of the House. That can- 
not be discussed on this Vote. 


Mr. GEDGE: If you will allow me, 
Sir, on a point of order, I will en- 
deavour to explain that I am finding no 
fault with the procedure of this House. 
I merely wish to know whether any pro- 
vision has been made for the rules coming 
into force on the 18th November, or 
40 days after the commencement of the 
Session next year. I am making no com- 
ment on what has been done—that would 
arise at another time—but I want to 
know whether the Attorney General will 
tell me whether these rules will come into 
force on the 18th November, or 40 
days after next Session? 





Sm R. WEBSTER: The Vote deals 
with the Middlesex Registry as it stands, 
and it does not contemplate any extra 
expense in respect of any increase of staff 
due to the Land Transfer Act. I gather 
that, if the question of extra cost arises, 
it will have to be a matter for a Supple- 
mentary Estimate. 


Question put. 


Vote agreed to. 
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On the Vote of £28,810 for salaries 
nd expenses connected with county 
courts, 


*Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean): Last year, with the support of the 
honourable and learned Member for Dum- 
fries, and the opposition of almost every 
other lawyer in this House, I raised the 
question of imprisonment for debt in 
England. In Scotland the system of im- 
prisonment for debt has been abolished, 
but in England it still exists, and I ven- 
ture to suggest to the House that it is a 
great hardship upon a certain section of 
the community. The other question 
which I then raised rather concerns 
the Secretary to the Treasury, or 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
than the Attorney General. 1 have 
taken some active interest in the 
matter in consequence of the communi- 
cations I have received, and I am con- 
winced that the amount of the fees in 
amany of the smaller cases really amounts 
to a denial of justice. It keeps people 
out of the court. who would otherwise go 
anto court. It presses most severely 
on the poor classes, and the smaller com- 
mercial class in particular, and it has be- 
come a public scandal. I am sure if the 
facts were placed before ine Committee 
they would wish to put an end to it, but 
they cannot put an end to it, nor can the 
Attorney General put an end to it; 
it is a question for the Treasury. I 
have papers in my hand which have been 
‘prepared by two friends of mine, them- 
selves county court judges of consider- 
able experience, who hold very strong 
‘opinions on this point; and they show 
conclusively that in many of the smalle- 
cases the fees are materially heavier than 
in the superior court. There are cases, 
indeed, where they are between four and 
five times as much as they are in the 
superior court. That does seem to me to 
be a public scandal, and I think it ough: 
to be called attention to in this Howse 
until some attempt has been made tc 
remedy it. 


Sm R. WEBSTER: There are two 
subjects which have been brought before 
the Committee. In the first place, wit) 
regard tothe imprisonment for debt, I 
‘think that anyone who has studied this 
«question will agree that, while un- 
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doubtedly there may be cases of hard- 
ship, the question has certainly another 
side to it. The Debate which took place 
last year called attention to the subject, 
and I therefore think the right honour. 
able Baronet may be justified in not 
pressing this matter on the present occa- 
sion. Furthermore, I should like to say 
that the question has received a remark- 
able contribution in the outrage on that 
distinguished county court judge, Judge 
Parry, and it has already engaged the 
attention of the county court judges and 
of the Lord Chancellor. Now, with re- 


Supply. 


gard to county court fees, there 
has been a considerable reduction, 


and although there are exceptional cases 
in which the fees are higher than in the 
superior court, yet rules are not made 
for exceptional but for ordinary cases. 
I can assure the honourable Member that 
the Lord Chancellor and the county court 
judges are not at all insensible to the neces- 
sity of reform; but, as I have said, it is 
a very large question involving a great 
deal of consideration, and you have to 
deal with average cases. I assure him 
that what the right honourable Gentle- 
man said shall be represented to the pro- 
per authorities, and there shall be an 
endeavour to make a scale of fees which 
will commend themselves to the general 
community. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I may mention that 
in Scotland we have a small-debt scale for 
debts under £12. For about 3s. or 4s. 
you can obtain judgment under decree of 
the court for debts under £12. It is a 
very cheap procedure; and it may be 
worthy of consideration whether a scale 
applicable to England might not be intro- 


duced. 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): A 
statement has been made by the Attorney 
General in regard to the intention of the 
Government as to the reduction of fees. 
He said that a certain number of fees had 
been reduced already. Can he assure 
the Committee that he has had them 
reduced ? 


Sm R. WEBSTER: The whole scale 


of fees has been revised. 


Mr. LEWIS: I thought it 
necessary to amend the statement. 
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all events, we have listened with great 
satisfaction to the statement that the 
scale of fees is now being revised. I hope 
that revision will be of a pretty thorough 
character. It may be made in the inte- 
rest of cheapening justice to the working 
classes. There is one remission of fees 
that has been properly made, and that 
is in the case of the Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Act, which provides that there 
shall be no fees payable until the actual 
hearing. I am sure everybody will 
approve of that. I hope the Government 
will, in accordance with the statement of 
the right honourable Gentleman, grant a 
remission of fees. 


Question put. 
Vote agreed to. 


Vote to complete the sum of £55,107 
for police in England and wales agreed 
to. 


Votes of £604,696, for prisons in Eng- 
land, Wales, and the Colonies agreed 
to. 


Vote to complete the sum of £262,698 
for reformatorv and industrial schools in 
Great Britain. 

Lorp H. CECIL (Greenwich): I 
desire not to detain the Committee at 
any unreasonable length, but to draw 
attention to a matter which has occupied 
a great deal cf the consideration of church- 
men, and that has drawn upon them the 
very unfortunate, but, I hope, not de- 
served, hostility of the Home Office. The 
Committee is aware that under the law 
which regulates industrial schools, deno- 
minational education is intended to be 
given in all cases in which the religious 
persuasion of the children can be properly 
ascertained. It provides that not merely 
parents, but children’s friends, may with- 
draw a child from any school and move 
it to another one in sympathy with the 
religious persuasion to which they belong. 
It provides also that in the orders of 
detention the religious persuasion shall 
be specified ; also that ministers of reli- 
gion ought to have access to the schools 
for the purpose of giving denominational 
religious instruction. About the law 
there is no dispute. The Home Office 
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have admitted that the law intends that 
denominational education shall be given 
wherever it is possible. I do not rest our 
case on a matter of law. We certainly 
draw attention to the fact that in the 


‘case of children who are either them- 


selves criminal, or come, at any rate, from 
the worst surroundings, it is of enormous. 
importance that religious instruction. 
should gain a hold of the affections of 
the chi:d. Without denominational edu- 
cation it is impossible to gain any lasting: 
religious impression on a child’s mind, for: 
the reason that religion is, as a matter of 
fact, organised on denominational lines, 
and unless a child is attached to one or- 
other of these organisations when it leaves. 
school it has no religious surroundings. 
It may go on the streets, or anywhere 
else—which is of a strictly undenomina- 
tional character. I say that it is not. 
merely a matter of law; it is a matter of 
policy, a matter of the very highest im- 
portance. Inquiry has shown that the 
law is very imperfectly observed. In the 
first place, the magistrates do not observe: 
the law which requires them to state the 
religious persuasion with which the child 
is connected. They are content with such 
general terms as Protestants and Catho- 
lics. In the category of Protestants are 
included Church of England children,. 
Nonconformists, and even Jews. The 
Home Office twice recognised this evil, 
and issued a circular to the magistrates: 
calling their attention to this matter. I 
think that further steps ought to be takem 
and that schools ought to be instructed 
to refuse admission to any child whose 
religious persuasion is not stated, unless 
the magistrate expressly states that he 
has endeavoured and has failed. Unless: 
some step of that kind is taken, it is. 
obvious that the magistrates will go on 
ignoring the provisions of the law. after 
the children get to school they are often: 
very improperly taught. Inquiry was 
made in the province of Canterbury, and 
they found that in regard to religious 
instruction 47 schools stated that no dif- 
ference was made in the religious instruc- 
tion between the Church of England and’ 
Nonconformist children. In one case & 
superintendent declared that he was 
taking steps to have the children pre- 
pared for confirmation, because he was in 
favour of it, but his predecessor had not 
been in favour of it, and therefore had! 
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taken no'steps of the kind. The customs 
of some industrial schools are little better 


than scandalous, if the facts are as 
reported. Mr. Holliday, a very able and 


learned critic of the direction of indus- 
trial schools, summed up the matter by 
saying that in many schools it was inge- 
niously arranged that every child should 
be taken in turn to a different place of 
worship from that mentioned in the order 
for its detention. In one school the 
children were divided into two divisions, 
one of which went to chapel on one Sun- 
day and the other to church, while on the 
succeeding Sunday the first division went 
to church and the second to chapel. In 
another school the children went to 
church in the morning and to chapel in 
the afternoon. I think that is a scandal. 
None of these things happen in the great 
majority of cases of Roman Catholic chil- 
dren. They are brought in a proper way 
under the control of their priests, 
and receive denominational instruction. 
They are brought in due course to con- 
firmation. All we ask is in the great 
majority of cases given to Roman Catho- 
lics, and I heartily approve of that. J 
do not wish to diminish in the least 
dezree the facilities that are given to the 
Roman Catholics to properly bring up 
children according to their faith. I be- 
lieve that not only is it the cas that ina 
very large number of cases the Roman 
Catholics are very much better treatec 
than Church of England children, but it 
is even the case that in a large numbe: 
of schools which are allowed to receive 
Church of England children the truste2:, 
contrary to the law, expressly forbid 
denominational instruction to be given. I 
have here the names of a few schools in 
which this is alleged to be the case; there 
are West Ham, North London, Sheffield, 
Oxford, and Wolverhampton, besides the 
case of the Field Lane school, to which I 
shall refer later at a little more length. 
All have trustees who prevent religious 
instruction of a denominational character 
being given to children in these schools, 
Sir, in connection with this matter I ob- 
serve that a large share—I am not sure 
it is not the largest share—of the blame 
attaches to the Church of England and 
others who have neglected their legal 
rights and have not taken the trouble to 
go to the schools in accordance with the 
Act and draw the attention of the Home 
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Office to these abuses. I freely admit 
that ; but it is obvious that if a reform 
in this respect is to be introduced, as I 
hope will be the case, the Hcme 
Office must assist private endeavour by 
giving the fullest information. It is very 
difficult to trace out by private means 
every particular case of this fault, or of 
that fault, to discover whether the law 
is in all cases observed as it ought to be. 
Therefore one of our great desires is to 
induce the Home Office to give us all the 
information that bears on wus subject 
year by year, so that we may be able to 
see whether an improvement is made 
in this direction or not, and to trace out 
whether particular schools do or do n>‘ 
conform to the law and give proper reli- 
gious instruction. With a view to elicit- 
ing information, I asked the Home Secre- 
tary to consent to a Return which ex- 
haustively sets out all the points on 
which we required information. I aske1 
for the number of children now in re- 
formatory, industrial, and other schools, 
classified according to their religi-us per- 
suasions. I asked the number of chil- 
dren in such schools now actually rezeiv- 
ing instruction in the principles of their 
religion by or under the supervision or 
control of a minister of the Church of 
Eneland, Roman Catholic, Jewish, Wes- 
leyan, or any other Protestant Noncon- 
formist body. I asked for cases of illegal 
trustees, and I asked for the figures of 
the number of children who, before leav- 
ine the school, had been brought to 
bishops of the Church of England for 
confirmation. But that Return’ was 
refused. I have never been able to 
understand whv it was refused, and I am 
obliged to tell the Home Secretary that 
he really stands in the position of a 
prisoner, under the Evidence in Criminal 
Cases Rill, who has refused to go into the 
box. The inference is that he or his 
office could not have given an answer 
which would not have exposed the scan- 
dalous way in which these schools have 
been managed in the past. That is the 
inevitable inference that must be drawn. 
We have not so far received any assist- 
ance from the Home Office in the matter 
of information, and I do very earnest!v 
express the hope that that attitude wil! 
be modified in the future, that we shall 
be told all that the Home Office can tell 
us on the subject, and that whereas 
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statistics of a most elaborate character 
are prepared in the Annual Blue Book 
about what happens to children after 
they leave school, and the like, a little 
expense and a little trouble will not be 
spared to give us a little information on 
this point of the period spent in these 
schools—the most important of all—in 
the interests of the children. This 
matter, always a grievous scandal, has 
been brought to a head by the singular 
circumstances that took place in connec- 
tion with the Field Lane Ragged School, 
which is one of the schools under the 
management of the London School Board. 
That school has, I believe, for a very 
large number of years, been going on, as 
regard rules, in a very slipshod manner, 
and indeed has had no producible or 
discoverable rules. But about a year 
ago the London School Board, taking the 
matter up, proceeded to try and obtain 
rules for this school. They, as I under- 
stand, sent in to the Home Office rules 
which, in regard to this matter of 


religious instruction, conformed to 
the general rules which the London 
School Board has been in thé 


habit of proposing for industria 
schools to which they sent their children. 
Those rules were drawn up by the 
Moderate majority, and were in every 
respect satisfactory rules. They provided 
that no child should be required to 
attend any religious instruction or 
observance, or be taught the catechism 
or tenets of any religion to which the 
parent or guardians objected, or other 
than that which was stated in the order 
of detention, and so on. That is the 
rule as it was proposed to the Home 
Office. The Home Office were, for some 
unknown reason, unable to assent to 
that rule, and they sent down in place 
of that a rule which is not merely much 
more unsatisfactory than the one it 
replaced, but much more unsatisfac- 
tory than the model rules’ which 
the Home Office have been in the habit 
of laying down in past times. The rule 
they sent down stated that instruction 
in religion and religious observance 
should consist of prayers, hymns, and 
the reading of the Bible, with such 
explanations and instructions in the prin- 
ciple of religion and morality as were 
suited to the capacity of the children ; 
and no attempt should be made to attach 
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children to, or detach children from, any 
particular denomination. That is, we 
say, general religious education was to 
be given, and it is plain that that is 
undenominationalism in its most aggra- 
vated form. We say that the very first 
thing any religious education ought to 
aim at, and is to aim at, is to attach 
children to a particular denomination. 
To state that there is to be no attempt 
to attach to a denomination, and that 
that is to be made the standard of 
religious education, is, we say, a great 
grievance. Then there is another clause, 
that on one morning in each week it is 
provided that the vicar of the parish, or 
some clergyman of the Church of Eng- 
land, may attend the boys’ school, and 
at another time the girls’ school, for the 
purpose of giving instruction to children 
described in the order of detention as 
belonging to the Church of England. 
Now, that is religious instruction of a 
denominational character on one day a 
week. If the trustee of the school is 
obeyed, then that cannot be taught in 
the shape of any definite catechism or 
in accordance with the Prayer Book, be- 
cause the trustee forbids any catechism 
of the kind. However, the Home Secre- 
tary indicated, in an answer he gave the 
other day, that he _ believed the 
trustee was not obeyed. I am aware 
that the Home Secretary gave us the 
explanation that this was intended to 
enforce denominationalism by providing 
a particular mechanism for its being 
given. All I can say is that, while I do 
not doubt at all that the Home Secretary 
intends that the law shall be faithfuliy 
carried out in this school, as in every 
other school, the drafting of that rule 
is, to say the least, singularly unfortu- 
nate. Anyone who reads it would imagine 
that it was the intention of the Home 
Office that all the children should receive 
religious instruction of an undenomina- 
tional character, and that, in some excep- 
tional cases, some denominational reli- 
gious education ought to be given. That is 
the impression that would be left on any 
ordinary person’s mind by the rule. If 
the Home Office does not intend that 
impression ts be given, surely the 
simplest course is to insist on the rule 
being revised, and to issue what is their 
real intention clearly stated in the form 
of a new rule. This is of importance, 
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becavse, not merely have the Home 
Office sent out this rvle, but they have 
since actually suggested that it should 
be the model for all other schools with 
which the London School Board is con- 
nected. Therefore we are face to face 
with this prospect: whereas there was 
a perfectly satisfactory settlement made 
under the late School Board which did 
ensure denominational education being 
given, the Home Office have quite 
gratuitously upset that arrangement, and 
are preparing to extend their undenomi- 
national system to all industrial schools 
connected with the London School Board. 
If that is not the intention of the Home 
Office, I hope they will make it quite 
clear, so that this shall not be quoted 
as a precedent—as an apparently un- 
answerable argument ‘in favour of un- 
denominationalism all over the country. 
We do press in the strongest possible way 
for the clear and express withdrawal of 
this rule, so that no Home Secretary 
hereafter shall be able to point to it as 4 
precedent in favour of undenominational 
teaching in these schools. I think that 
is a concession which the Home Secre- 
tary ought to make. I do not desire to 
detain the Committee any longer, but 
I am sure that this is not the last 
occasion on which the matter will be 
heard of if we cannot get satisfactory 
redress. It is a matter which is of very 
great interest to many Churchmen ; it is 
a matter which affects, as we believe, the 
spiritual interests of a great number of 
children, and therefore it is to us a 
matter of most solemn duty to enforce 
it upon all and on every occasion. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford) : I desire, as 
a Member of the London School Board, 
to offer one or two observations on this 
Vote. I desire to do so as one of the 
Members who wish to banish from the 
discussion of the subject what is called 
the religious question. I feel sure that 
this desire animates the majority of the 
London School Board. It was not until 
the Home Secretary, when the Conserva- 
tive party had been largely elected on this 
question of denominational education, 
took his unfortunate and, as I think, ill- 
advised action, that the religious ques- 
tion was reintroduced into the Lendoa 
School Board. The position of the 
School Board on this question is not the 
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pesition laid down by the Education Act 
of 1870, but under a rule laid down in 
1266 dealing with the religicus instruc- 
tion of children, and stating that, in 
determining on the school, the magistrate 
shall endeavour to ascertain the religious 
persuasion to which the child belongs, 
and shall, if possible, select a school con- 
ducted in accordance with such religious 
persuasion or order, and shall specify such 
religious persuasion. Furthermore, it 
is provided that the minister of the 
religious persuasion specified in the order 
of detention as that to which the child 
appears to belong may visit the child at 
the school on such days as are fixed by 
the regulations made by the Secretary 
of State. In former days, so far as I 
am aware, in connection with industrial 
schools, that rule has worked exceedingly 
well. Had it not been for the letter 
of the Home Secretary it would not have 
been necessary to trouble the Committee 
with this question to-night. I must vay 
at once that I, for one, do not approach 
this question in a sectarian spirit. Iam 
anxious that children of parents of all 
denominations under the Industrial 
Schools Act shall receive religious educa- 
tion according to the principles of the 
denomination of their parents. I would 
ask for the children of the Church of 
England what I cordially recognise is 
already given to the children of 
Reman Catholics. I should be glad to 
see it extended still further to the chil- 
dren of Nonconformists, because I 
believe that the only sound basis of a 
religious and national system of educa- 
tion is the one which is in accordance 
with the deliberate wishes of the parents 
of the children. In this connection we 
have more than one matter of importance: 
to bring before the Committee. I should 
like, in the first place, to mention the 
question of the classification of the chil- 
dren in regard to these orders of deten- 
tion. In the Blue Book Returns from 
year to year the Home Office inspector 
only recognises as distinct from Roman 
Catholics the children of Protestants. 
Well, ‘“ Protestant ” is an_ elastic 
phrase, and what I would like to ask is 
that the phrase should be further and 
definitely analysed, and that we should 
be told to what particular denomination 
the child belongs. The word “ Protes- 
tant,” as the noble Lord the Member for 
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Greenwich said, is even stretched so far 
as to include Jewish children. Now, 
the Jewish community have always exer- | 
cised the strictest regard with reference to| 
the education of their children. I ven- 
ture to hope that we shall have from | 
the Home Secretary to-night an assurance | 
that these rules are not going to be| 
adopted as the standard rules adopted | 
by the Home Office for industrial schools | 
throughout the United Kingdom. I don’: | 
ask the Home Office to describe the con-| 
dition of the children—that is a matter | 
for the parents, and it is the duty placed | 
upon the justices under the Industrial | 
Schools Act of 1866. I want to see| 
that provision more thoroughly carried | 
out. I want to see equal justice to the| 
children of the Church of England and | 
the children of Nonconformist parents as | 
is enjoyed by the children of Roman | 
Catholics. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror rue} 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I know} 
very well the feeling entertained by the| 
noble Lord who opened the discussion | 
and those who act with him in| 
the matter of denominational edu- 
cation in our industrial and _ refor- 
matory schools; but what I have been 
trying to discover from the beginning of 
this discussion which has taken place 1s 
where the alleged injustice, or the alleged 
change of policy, lies on the part of the 
Home Office. Allusion has been made io 
the Field Lane School, where it is alleged 
some neglect existed. On that point there 
has been some misunderstanding. The 
noble Lord says very properly that the 
Industrial Schools Act contemplates the 
case of children taken away from their 
parents, who are of a class who do not 
take so much interest in them. The Act 
of Parliament contemplated, in the first 
place, the description by the magistrates 
of the religious persuasion of the children 
who were being sent to one of these 
schools ; in the second place, that they 
would send them, if possible, to schools 
of their own religious persuasion ; and, in 
the third place, that there should be free 
access to ministers of religious denomina- 
tions to these schools. That is what is 
the intertion of the Act. Now, what is 
the intention of the school rule to which 
allusion has been made? Field Lane 
School was certified by the Home Office 
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28 years ago. It is an excellent school, 
doing very good work; but there came 
this question of religious education, and 
it was brought before the Home Office. 
There was a difficulty, as the noble Lord 
fairly says, in the trust deed, which I 
may incidentally say has nothing to do 
with the Home Office. All I have to see 
is that the Act of Parliament is carried 
out, as I informed a deputation the other 
day when the question was brought 
before me—see the enforcing of the 
25th clause of the Act of 1866. I 
said that managers must understand that 
so far as the Secretary of State is con- 
cerned all he has to do is to see that 
all the requirements under the Industrial 
Schools Act are complied with. The 
regulation must remain fixing the time 
in which the Church of England clergy- 
man may visit the children. The school 


‘is of an undenominational character in 


its foundation. The noble Lord, in some 
of his observations, can hardly have been 
aware that it is not the business of the 
State, nor has the State any power, to 
teach any denominational religion in these 
schools ; and, further than that, it is not 
its business to insist on any denomina- 
tional teaching. Its business is to insist 
that the children allotted to this par- 
ticular school are described as of a 
particular denomination, and that when 
those who are responsible for them desire 
denominational education they should 
have an opportunity of getting it. From 
beginning to end that has been the sole 
intention of the rule. The rule seems to 
depart from the rule which Field Lane 
School demands. It was desired to 
enforce precisely the right of the Church 
of England children to receive denomina- 
tional education in that school. But 
there is no distinction between one body 
and another. Therefore the noble Lord 
seems to think that some stretch of 
favour was shown to the Roman Catho- 
lics. I do not know how he can discover 
such a fact. If gentlemen concerned in 
the matter let the Home Office know 
that there is any difference between the 
religious denominations, Christian or 
non-Christian, it will be the duty and the 
intention of the Home Office to put it 
right. The real truth is, as the noble 
Lord has said, that there has been more 
activity on the part of the Roman Catho- 
lics than on the part of some others. 
G 
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Complaint has been made against the 
magistrates that they have been lax in 
the description of the denomination to 
which the children belonged. I think the 
honourable Member for Bradford said | 
that. I think it. is not disputed that it 


is the duty of the magistrates, who send | 
| grant such information as I can possibly 


these boys and girls to industrial schools, 
to ascertain as nearly as they can the | 
religious persuasion to which they belong. 
That is not always an easy task. 
A circular was sent from the Home 
Office asking them to give a more precise 
definition in the order of 
The orders of detention have been 
something like 20,000 a year. I have 
given instructions that these orders of 
detention should express as clearly as 
possible the religious persuasion of these 
children, and should be scheduled and 
separately filed at headquarters in Lon- 
don, where they will be available for 
affording information such as the noble 
Lord desires. I quite agree that it is 
very desirable we should know what is 
the faith of the children belonging to 
these institutions. Well, Sir, the noble 
Lord has made some charges against the 
managers of some of these schools, be- 
cause he says they have not carried out 
the intentions of the Act, and have given 
a kind of very one sense— 
education, by taking the boys and girls 
at one time to church, and at another to 





chapel. That may be the case. These 
schools are not all of them denomina- 


tional in their origin. I do not see that 


there is anything wrong in using 
those means of worship which may 


be handy to a particular school for boys 
and girls, always remembering this— 
and I do not think the noble Lord is 
quite fair to the authorities when he 
does not mention the fact—that the Act 
expressly indicates that upon objection 
being taken by parents, or those respon- 
sible for the children, they are not to 
be taken to any place of religious wor- 
ship other than that to which they 
belong. Having made some inquiry into 
this matter, I am not aware that I have 
had a single complaint 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I am telling 
Secretary of State for Home Department 


You will not grant 


detention. | 
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Lord, upon that parti- 
cular point, that I have not had any 
complaint from parents. ! feel it my 
| duty to see that no children are taken 
to places of worship to which they do 
not, according to the order of detention, 
belong, if any objection is made, I will 


the noble 


get for the noble Lord, but, of course, we 
that there are many cases—l 
myself know of one particular case—where 
undoubtedly the boys were taken to a 
place of worship to which they did 
not belong by the order of detention, but 
on objection being taken that was at 
once put a stop to by those responsible 
for the children. What I beg to remind 
the noble Lord—who tried, I think, to 
press this question a little too far—is 
that what I am responsible for is the 
carrying out of the Act of.Parliament. 
The Act of Parliament does not prevent 
managers taking the boys to such places 
of worship as they find handy, always 
providing there is not to be proselytis- 
ing, and that if objection is taken the 
authorities shall be enabled tosay, “ You 
shall not take children there.’ The 
noble Lord says he wants more informa- 
tion, and he has given expression to two 
or three points upon which he would 
desire more, I could not give the noble 
Lord the very exhaustive Return that he 
asks for, because much of it is impos- 
sible to get, and much else would require 
a very laborious and long process to be 
gone through, but I will endeavour to 
collect information from every possible 
source that I can. I am not respon- 
sible for the trustees of these schools, 
and certainly I am not able to tell the 
noble Lord how many children of the 
Church of England in any particular year 
were confirmed, or were not confirmed 
All the duty of the State—I say it with 
all respect to the noble Lord—is to see 
that opportunity is given to ministers 
of the Church of England to train the 
children for the rites of the Church of 
England, in the same way that ministers 
of all other denominations may train 
their children, and that is taken care of 
by the children being taken to the 
parish clergyman by special arrange 
ment. I do not know that I need labour 
the point. I can assure the noble Lord, 
and the Committee, and all those in- 
terested in this particular question of 
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religious education, that the Home Office 
in this matter have not departed one 
inch from the policy they have always 
pursued—and which I conceive to be the 
right policy—to carry out the spirit of 
the Act of 1866, And if the trustees of 
a school prevent, on the face of it, the 
Act of 1866 being properly carried out, 
then the trustees must go to the wall. 
That is the case of the Field Lane 
School, and it is obvious that it is right 
and proper that it should be. I do not 
think the accusation brought against 
the Home Office, of having neglected to 
carry out the Act, is one which is at all 
borne out by the facts. I can assure the 
noble Lord, as I assured the deputation 
which waited upon me, that I have no 
intention—neither by this rule nor by 
any other rule—of deviating from my 
duty to see that religious education is 
provided for as directed under the Act. 

Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): I 
cannot help thinking that the right 
honourable Gentleman who has just 
spoken fails to understand what is the 
real grievance that we have against the 
Home Office. There was no grievance 
against the Home Office in the days of 
the late Administration. They carried 
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out the Act of Parliament in the 
letter and in the spirit, and 
there was no complaint, The 


late London School Board dealt with this 
question, and dealt with it in the spirit 
in which the Home Office directed that it 
should be dealt with—in a spirit strictly 
in accordance with the law. Now, what 
happens! I call the attention of the 
right honourable Gentleman to a speech 
which was made by Mr. A. J. Shepherd, 
one of the Protestant dissenting deputa- 
tion, and the Chairman of the Reforma- 
tory Committee of the London School 
Board. What does he say? What I 
repeat—-that the present Administration 
has done more for undenominational 
education than any Government which 
preceded it. That is not what the present 
Administration was returned to do; and 
I hope the right honourable Gentleman 
noticed that the only cheers which 
greeted his speech.came from gentlemen 
on the other side, the bulk of whom are 
pledged to undenominational and unsec- 
tarian education. 


The 


SEVERAL HONOURABLE MEMBERS: 
Member for Hereford! 
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Mr. RICHARDS: Well, I make you 


a present of him. I can quite understand 
that he sides with Mr. Kensit, and, there- 
fore, is not in favour of denominational 
education. I wish to speak to the sub- 
ject, and to point out to the right 
honourable Gentleman the Home Secre- 
tary the way in which this matter has 
been dealt with by such bodies as the 
Field Lane School. After the statement 
of Mr. Shepherd, whom I regard, and 
whom I am sure the honourable Member 
for the Mansfield Division would regard, 
as a very high authority, when he says 
this Government have done what ther 
predecessors would not, it is clear they 
have gone out of their way, as I venture 
to say, to upset the spirit with which 
the Reformatory Act was being carried 
out. I have read every word of what has 
taken place at the Field Lane School; I 
have read what is in the archives of the 
London School Board, of which I was for 
many years a member; and I have fol- 
lowed the work of reformatory schools, 
in which I have taken a part. The Field 
Lane School from the first, till the atten- 
tion of the Home Office was brought ‘o 
bear upon it, defied the Act of Parlia- 
ment. They say they have a trust deed 
which does not permit denominational 
education being given. Then, Sir, the 
right honourable Gentleman says, “ What 
can I do!” We do not ask him to alter 
the trust deed. We do not ask him to 
treat Nonconformists unfairly. All the 
Home Office has got to do is to withdraw 
the certificate from that school for 
Church of England children. I say that 
no Church of England or Roman Catholic 
child ought to be sent there. I am very 
glad to think the Roman Catholics have 
no injustice to complain of. They ought 
to know well enough that gentlemen 
who sit upon this side would be the very 
last to ask for injustice to be done to 
Roman Catholics because an act of gross 
injustice is being done to members of 
the Church of England. The Home Secre- 
tary has said that a circular is being 
issued. It is months since this matter 
was brought before us. I understood the 
right honourable Gentleman to say he 
was prepared to send out a circular to 
each of those schools—a circular to ascer- 
tain the number 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT: No, no! 
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detention should be all scheduled and 
filed, and should appear in proper order 
in the bureau. 


Mr. RICHARDS: We accept that as i 
concession, which, if carried out, will give 
us an opportunity of reviewing the 
whole matter. What I believe has hap- 
pened is this: it is not the Home Secre- 
tary who has fallen into this mistake, but 
it is somebody at the Home Office who has 
been wrought upon. [Cries of “ Name!”’] 
I only wish I knew the name; but I feel 
perfectly certain, by the way in which 
the matter was presented, that the Home 
Secretary himself would have been the 
last person to have gone out of his 
way to alter these rules. What we 
want to know is, by whom, and when, 
were these rules altered—rules which had 
worked well under the late Administra 
tion ; rules which received the approval of 
the majority of the London School Board, 
when that majority was not a denomina- 
tional majority—by whom, and why, were 
these rules altered, and what I may call 
this Thursday-morning rule put forward! 
It really seems to me that there is 
denomination in this country, 
one denomination only, which 
always be treated with injustice, and 
that is the Church of England. If this 
had happened to any Presbyterian 
Church we should have had, and rightly, 
an army of Scotch Members protesting 
against proselytising of any shape or 
kind, If it had been a case of any Roman 
Catholic child, I am happy to think there 
are a number of Roman Catholic Mem- 
bers who would have taken care to see 
that justice was done. But. because it is 
the poorer children of the Church of 
England we are laughed at and derided 
for bringing this matter forward. I say 
that the Government should see to this 
matter, and the Home Office should also 
see that the justice which was given by 
the late Government is given by this 
Government as well. 


one 
and 
can 


Mr. BIRRELL (Fife, W.): I do not 
think it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to capture all the derelict children 
for the Church of England. The Act of 
Parliament provides that in all cases 
where the parents exhibit the least 


anxiety to have their children brought 
Secretary of State for Home Department 
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up in the religion of their denomination 
they are enabled to do so. In a great 
number of these cases the parents have 
no feeling at all. All this talk about 
bringing up their children in the faith of 
their parents is the most arrant non- 
sense. If the children are removed trom 
them the law provides that they should 
be brought up in their own religion. 
Very often the parents have no religion 
at all. If they take any interest in reli- 
gion, they have no difficulty in securing 
it for their children. I challenge the 
honourable Member to prove any instance 
where a parent wanted the principles of 
the Church of England taught, and had 
any difficulty in having his child brought 
up in that faith. This is simply a prose- 
lytising attempt. 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University): In 
saying that this is a proselytising attempt 
the honourable Gentleman has done my 
noble Friend an injustice in regard to his 
moderate and well-reasoned remarks. He 
was merely asking for the carrying out of 
the Act of Parliament. That, surely, is a 
demand anybody may make on the floor 
of the House of Commons, which knows 
no distinction between one party and 
another. The honourable Gentleman says 
that the children belong to no Yenomina- 
tion. If they do not belong to any deno- 
mination my noble Friend, of course, has 
no case, but what he says is that the 
Act of Parliament requires that the reli- 
gious denomination of a child in the 
order of detention shall be specified, and 
if achild is so specified we demand that he 
shall be brought up in the faith of that 
denomination. That is surely not a great 
demand to make, which would justify the 
honourable Member in casting the slur 
on my noble Friend which he has done. 
We do not ask for the slightest favour in 
this matter. It is not because the Church 
of England is established, and has certain 
privileges in connection with the State, 
that we ask for any special treatment in 
the case of reformatory schools. We 
only ask for exactly the same favour 
which the law allows every other denomi. 
nation. 


Mr. DILLON: I rise to make some 
observations in response to remarks that 
have been made. I am no enemy of the 
Church of England. I have no hesitation 
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in defending the cause of denominational 
education, in which I thoroughly believe. 
] cannot fail to remember what took 
place in the discussion on the Voluntary 
Schools Act. Those who are now cham- 
pioning the Church of England were ex- 
iremely eloquent as to the right of every 
child to be educated in the faith of its 
fathers, and be protected from even the 
danger of proselytism. But when the 
Nonconformists on this side claim some 
right over the children in the rural dis- 
tricts of England they receive no support 
whatever, and no consideration from any- 
one sitting on these benches. I should 
always support Nonconformists in the 
attempt to obtain for their children 
the same religious rights as we give to 
the Roman Catholic children and the 
children of the Church of England; and 
I trust that if the question of education 
ever comes again before the House of 
Commons, in whatever shape it may be, 
the noble Lord, whose earnestness every- 
one recognises on this occasion, and 
those who think with him, will agree to 
the devising of some scheme which shall 
do justice to all children. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY: I have watched with 
legitimate dismay the extension of this 
Debate from a discussion of the particu- 
lar action of the Home Secretary in re- 
spect to a particular school into the 
illimitable tract of theological discus- 
sion. I hope the Committee will restrict 
the discussion within its narrow and 
legtimate limits. I do not mean to in- 
tervene in the Debate, but I can say on 
behalf of my right honourable Friend, 
and on behalf of the Government, that not 
only may we surely with some confidence 
lay down the general proposition that we 
are not otherwise than friendly to de- 
nominational education—that fact I 
should have thought would not require 
demonstration—but, putting that on one 
side, it is our intention and desire to 
carry out the letter and the spirit of the 
Act of Parliament which it is our busi- 
ness to administer. The general prin- 
ciples which govern our conduct and the 
conduct of the Home Office are such that 
I am sure my noble Friend and my right 
honourable Friend the Member for Ox- 
ford University would agree are not only 
pursued by this Government, but, to do 
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right honourable Gentlemen opposite jus- 
tice, have been pursued by them. I do 
not venture to ask that this Debate 
should be brought to a conclusion, but 
I do ask that it should be confined within 
its legitimate limits, and that if we are 
asked to discuss anything it shall be the 
merits or the demerits of my right 
honourable Friend’s conduct in respect 
of a particular school, and that we should 
not wander away into a discussion of the 
whole theological question, 


Sir W. HARCOURT : I think that what 
my honourable Friend the Member for 
East Mayo has said is deserving of the 
attention of the House and the country. 
That ill-used denomination which always 
suffers from injustice, and of which the 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich 
is the champion, has put forth to-night 
a doctrine which we are glad to hear 
from those benches and from the party 
with which the noble Lord acts. It 
is that care should be taken and means 
provided for the education of every 
child in the religion of its parents. We 
accept that doctrine, and we hope that 
the noble Lord and his friends will take 
measures in all the Voluntary schools ip 
all rural districts that that principle shall 
apply to the children of Nonconformists. 
I hope that before this question arises 
again the noble Lord will devote himseli 
to some plan by which, in all Voluntary 
schools, ihat ill-used denomination, which 
has received a grant of something like 
£600,000 a year, will take care that 
ample provision is made for the children 
of Nonconformists who desire to have 
religious education for their children and 
do not care to have the religious educa- 
tien of the Church of England. 


Lorp H. CECIL: I am afraid the 
right honourable Gentleman opposite has 
not accepted the suggestion of the Leader 
of the House to keep this discussion in 
a relevant line. I do not think the 
Leader of the House will have regretted 
the right honourable Gentleman’s inter- 
position. It throws a most interesting 
light on what is to be the education 
pelicy of the right honourable Gentle 
man’s next Government. 


Tue CHAIRMAN : The discussion must 
really be confined to the question before 
the Committee. 
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a single observation. The right honour- 
able Gentleman tells us that he accepts 
the proposition that every child must be 
brought up in the religion of its parents. 
As to the information asked for by my 
honourable Friend, information of the 
most elaborate kind was given on the 
health and discipline of the children. If 
you can ascertain whether a boy stole, 
it can be ascertained whether he has been 
confirmed. How are we to co-operate 
with the Home Secretary in inducing 
local Churchmen to exercise their rights 
and do their duty—as my right honourable 
Friend thinks it their duty—in making 
religious education efficient if the Home 
Office will not give us information t 
show in what cases it wsa inefficient? 
Therefore we do request that informa- 
tion, and I hope the right honourable 
Gentleman will ensure that the magis- 
trates obtain that information. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT: I under- 
stood that every information had been 
given that could be given, but I daresay 
it is quite easy to say how many boys 
and girls have been confirmed, and, if it 
is possible to give the information, the 
aoble Lord shall have it. 


*ApmirAL FIELD (Sussex, Eastbourne) : 
I wish to draw the attention of the Com- 
mittee away from this controversial sub- 
ject, although it is a most important 
subject, and my sympathies are with the 
noble Lord, and I am thankful to see so 
much interest stirred up on behalf of the 
reformatory and industrial schools of the 
country. I only wish I could get as much 
support for what is really of even 
greater importance ; I allude to the train. 
ing ships under the Home Office, com- 
monly called the industrial school ships. 
The Estimates, I contend, ought to show 
the number of ships under the Home 
Office, instead of their being included 
in the bald statement, “Training ships 
6s. per head, so many boys.” I think 
the Estimates ought to give us the 
number of training ships and reformatory 
ships, separating them one from another. 
Now, my complaint of the Home 
Oftice is this: I obtained more assistance 
in this matter from the right honourable 
Gentleman’s predecessor than I got from 
the Unionist Government that preceded 


{ COMMONS} 
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the last Government. I got the age 
raised from 10 to 11; it is still too low; 
but my point is this, and I will put it 
very shortly: these ships are practically 
State ships. The other day the President 
of the Board of Trade offered a conces~ 
sion to the shipowners in the shape of a 
relief from light dues on the understand- 
ing that they should take boys to sea. 
Now, these school ships are practically 
State training ships, mainly supported hy 
Treasury grants, and, if they were 
properly handled on a proper system, 
they would do an important national 
service in helping to redress the waste 
of life in the mercantile marine, and to 
improve the morale of that mercantile 
marine, upon which our Navy ought tu be 
able to lean in time of war. The late 
Home Secretary appointed a Committee 
who went thoroughly into this question, 
and they dealt with all the conditions 
that I am sick of dealing with, because 
I have been dealing with them year after 
year with very little result. The Com- 
mittee reported in favour of all the points 
that I have been urging year after year 
in order to make these ships efficient. 
The industrial school ships will accom- 
modate 2,700 boys in all. According ts 
the last Return, I find that the figures 
are 2,700 in the industrial school ships, 
and 770 in the reformatory school ships, 
or a total of 3,400. Now, how stands the 
case in regard to these ships! In the five 
years, ending with 1895, the industrial 
school ships have discharged 3,700 boys. 
How many of those went to sea! This is 
the gravamen of my charge against the 
management of the Home Office. Out of 
3,700 boys, only 1,866 went to sea. Well, 
Sir, that is a miserable result, and it is 
sufficient proof that the system is rotten 
from beginning to end. It must be borne 
in mind that the training of boys on 
board these ships is the most expensive 
that you could invent. If you find that 
the bulk of the boys do not go to sea, 
then yow had better keep them on shore 
altogether, because on moral grounds, 
and on every other ground, it would be 
infinitely better. I might go on to point 
out how these ships could be properly 
worked. The Committee supported all 
my contentions on this point, but nothing 
has been done. I suppose the fact is 


that the Home Secretary is so over- 
worked that he has no time to go into 
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this Report. These ships ought to be 
affiliated to the land schools. Out of the 
money by which these boys are sup- 
ported—6s. per head you pay to the 
school ships. If they were affiliated with 
the land schools, you could pick out for 
the school ships just those boys who 
would be willing and fit to go to sea. 


What the Home Office ought to 
do is this: when they find that 
these ships only turn out for sea 


1,866 boys out of 3,700, they should 
threaten to withdraw the grant. When 
you have the whip hand of the school 
committees in this way, it does seem to 
me a pity that a public Department 
should not be alive to its duties. A great 
many boys are sent by magistrates to 
these ships who are not fitted for sea 
life at all, and they ought not to be sent 
to the ships. My contention is that no 
boys ought to be sent to the ships at all 
except they are fit for sea life. I hope 
the Home Secretary will put his foot 
down and assert that as a principle for 
the guidance of magistrates, and do his 
best to work out the system which was 
recommended by Colonel Inglis and all 
the witnesses before the Committee. 1 
ask that some attention should be paid 
by the Home Office to the Report of their 
own Committee, and that these State 
training ships, which cost over £50,000 


a year from the Treasury alone, 
should be placed on a_ proper 
basis. The land industrial — schools, 


which are also State schools, should be 
affiliated to the school ships. The 
total cost to the country of this reforma- 
tory system is £262,000 ayear. Then, 
I say, in the name of common sense, why 
rot. make this system useful, so that 
healthy lads should be invited to go to 
sea and be trained to fight our battles in 
the future? The President of the Board 
of Trade is at last waking up to the 
defects in our mercantile marine and 
offering subsidies to our merchant ships 
in return for their taking boys to sea. 
I feel sure that if you affiliate the land 
reformatory and industrial schools with 
the reformatory and industrial school 
ships, and have a system of interchange 
between the one and the other, you will 


have excellent results, and greatly 
strengthen the efficiency of our sea- 
power. 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: The honourable 
and gallant Member has raised this ques- 
tion in this House to-night not for the 
first time 





*ApmirnaL FIELD: 
for ten years. 


I have been at it 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
HOME DEPARTMENT : It is a question, 
at any rate, with which we are all 
familiar, although I do not think it 1s 
less worth our attention. I quite admit 
that it is most desirable that the reforma- 
tory and industrial school ships, no less 
than the land schools, should be made 
more eflicient than they are, but the 
honourable and gallant Gentleman seems 
to infer that they are no good at all. I 
join issue with him in that matter. I 
can show that a very considerable pro- 
pcrtion of the boys trained on these ships 
do go to sea now. My honourable and 
gallant Friend knows very well that it is 
not a question upon which the Home 
Office could make any new departure 
without fresh legislation. The question 
of the compulsory transfer of boys from 
land schools to the school ships, or vice 
versd, is not a matter for the initiative 
of the Home Office. The honourable 
and gallant Gentleman has spoken of 
these as State ships, State schools, and 
so on. To a large extent they are, of 
course, controlled by the State, but to 
a large extent, especially with reference 
to some of these ships, they are main- 
tained by voluntary subscriptions and 
managed by private committees, so that 
they are not, in the strict sense of the 
word, State institutions. 


*ApmirAL FIELD : The private subscrip- 
tions amount to under £5,000. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror rus 
HOME DEPARTMENT: The ships are 
inspected by naval officers, and the last 
Report received was extremely satisfao- 
tory. The health of the boys is good 
and their physique is even better than 
on the occasion of the previous Report. 
I should like to give the honourable and 
gallant Member the figures of the num- 
ber of boys that have gone from one of 
these ships. In the case of the Empress 
125 boys were discharged during the 
year, and 68 went to sea and only two 
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into the Army. In the case of the 
Formidable 87 boys were discharged, 
62 went to sea, and two into the Army. 
In the case of the Wellesley 77 boys 
were discharged in the year, of whom 
67 went to sea, and four into the Army. 


*ApmmRAL FIELD: Why not affiliate the 
school ships with the land schools? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe 
HOME DEPARTMENT: TI am not dis- 
puting the proposition that it might be 
desirable to affiliate them, but I was 
taking exception to the suggestion of 
the honourable and .gallant Gentleman 
that these schools are doing no good. 
I think these figures altogether dispel 
that illusion, because when I find that 
out of one ship 167 boys were discharged 
and 67 went voluntarily to sea, that is 
proof that, as regards that ship, at all 
events, it is doing some good work, not 
only as regards the boys themselves, but 
as regard the future of the mercantile 
marine. I can only’ assure’ the 
honourable and gallant Gentleman that 
the Report of the Committee to which 
he has alluded has taken upagreat deal 
of my time, but, unfortunately, there is 
hardly any unanimous recommendation 
in the Report. However, he will be glad 
to know that we are working very much 
upon thé lines suggested by him. 


Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): I had 
hoped that some opportunity might have 
been found during the Session of con- 
sidering some scheme of superannuation 
for the superintendents and matrons of 
reformatory and industrial schools. The 
House has been for the last two days 
engaged in passing a very large and im- 
portant scheme of superannuation for 
certificated teachers in elementary 
schools, and it is time that we considered 
some scheme of superannuation for assis- 
tants in reformatory and_ industrial 
schools. This is no new question; it 
is a matter which was pressed upon the 
right honourable Gentleman the late 
Home Secretary, and it has also been 
pressed upon his successor. I think 
I may say that the representatives from 


the reformatory and industrial school 
teachers were most sympathetically 
received by the late Home 
Secretary. There can, I think, 


be no comparison between the responsi- 
Secretary of State for Home Department 
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bilities of certificated teachers in ele- 
mentary schools and those of the super- 
intendents and matrons of the reforma- 
tory and industrial schools. It is im- 
possible to imagine duties more exacting 
and involving greater strain. When this 
matter was considered by the Depart- 
mental Committee appointed by the late 
Home Secretary, that Committee came to 
& unanimous recommendation that some 
system of superannuation should be pro- 
vided, and I maintain that to object to a 
superannuation scheme for this class of 
public servants, while adopting a scheme 
for certificated elementary teachers, is 
straining at a gnat and swallowing a 
camel. I do press that this subject 
should be considered sympathetically by 
the Home Secretary between now and 
next Session, and that, if possible, he 
will provide some remedy for this 
grievance. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For rue 
HOME DEPARTMENT: The subject to 
which the honourable Member ‘has called 
attention is one that has been engaging 
the attention of the Home Office for 
some time. A deputation from the re 
formatory and industrial school teachers 
placed several proposals before the 
Home Office, and they have been care- 
fully considered by the inspector of re 
formatories, and a scheme has been pre- 
pared and submitted for the considera- 
tion of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
with what result I know not, The claim 
of the male and female teachers to super- 
annuation is undoubtedly a strong one, 
and it is not a very large financial ques- 
tion. I can assure the honourable Mem- 
ber that I am in thorough sympathy with 
his views in the matter, and I have made 
a representation to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer upon the subject which I hope 
will be successful. 


Vote agreed to. 


£22,251, to complete the sum for Broad- 
moor Criminal Lunatic Asylum. 


Mr, DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): I 
desire very briefly to bring under the 
attention of the Committee the claims of 
the attendants at this Broadmoor Asy- 
lum. I had, a very short time ago, cer- 
tain facts brought before me which I 
think demand attention, first of all, with 
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regard to the hours of work, and, 
secondly, with regard to an increase of 
their superannuation allowance. I can- 
not expect that right honourable Gentle 
men will be prepared to go into all the 
facts of the case with regard to the 
grievances which the attendants brought 
before me when I had the opportunity 
of hearing what they had to say, but I 
see the honourable Member for South 
Berks opposite, and I am sure he will 
agree that there was a very strong feeling 
as to the number of hours worked by 
these attendants. I am within the facts 
when I say that the average is 15 hours 
a day, and that they only get one day 
off in a month, I think that is a very 
strong case indeed. The duties are very 
arduous, and these men are bound to be 
men of intelligence. With regard to the 
superannuation allowance, I think the 
allowance at present is a great deal less 
than that applicable to other classes of 
attendants employed in the same asy- 
lum. All I want to do is to ask the 
Home Secretary if he will, irrespective 
of anything that has taken place in the 
past, himself receive any fresh statement 
that these men may have to bring under 
his notice, with a view of redressing 
their grievances if they make out a good 
case, 


CommanpER YOUNG (Wokingham, 
E.): I heartily support and endorse the 
remarks that have fallen from the 


honourable Member opposite. I do not 
desire to detain the House by going into 
the facts, but I hope that the Home 
Secretary will give this question of the 
Broadmoor Asylum assistants his atten- 


tion. I have received a most sympa- 
thetic response from the right honour- 
able Gentleman to a letter that I 


addressed to him on the subject, and I 
am sure we may rely that the matter will 
receive from him careful and prompt 
consideration, 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe 
HOME DEPARTMENT: The question of 


the grievances of the attendants at 
Broadmoor is not a new one. It is true 


that these men occupy very arduous and 
responsible positions, and undoubtedly 
they deserve to be very welltreated. Iam 
not aware that the question of hours has 
been brought so prominently before me, 
but unquestionably the subject of pea- 
sions and superannuations has bees 
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brought before me, and not very long 
ago. That subject was discussed in con- 
nection with that of allowances to prison 
warders by the Committee of 1891, aud 
certain proposals were made to the Trea- 
sury at that time which were not 
accepted in their entirety by the Trea- 


sury, but a considerable advance in 
wages and otherwise was given. What 


are the particular points to which at pre- 
sent my honourable Friend alludes I do 
not know, but I can only assure him that 
any petition or memorial setting forth 
any new facts shall have my immed-ate 
and earnest attention. 

*Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) : I desire to support the appeal that 
has been made by the two honourable 
Gentlemen who have spoken on the sub- 
ject. This question of the hours of 
labour of the asylum attendants is one 
of the greatest importance. The right 
honourable Gentleman has given us no 
answer as to whether the honourable 
Member for the Kirkcaldy Burghs was 
right in saying that these men were en- 
gaged on an average 15 hours a day. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I followed the 
example of the honourable Gentleman 
himself is not going into details. What 
I said was that I did not remember get- 
ting a complaint about the hours. No 
doubt the hours may have been inci- 
dentally mentioned when the case was 
brought before me as to superannuaticn. 
I purposely did not go into that question, 
because I was not in a position to do so. 


*Mr. MADDISON: Without reserva- 
tion, I give the right honourable Gentle- 
man credit for desiring to do what is 
right in the matter, but it does seem to 
me almost an incredible thing that these 
attendants should be working anything 
like 15 hours a day. My information 

vas that they did work a great number 
of hours, but I scarcely thought that 
they worked so many as 15. I shall be 
content with the assurance from the 

Home Secretary that if he finds that the 
hours are anything near 15 hours a day 
he will consider that to be too long, and 
will take steps to reduce the hours to a 
reasonable number, I should have been 
glad if the Home Secretary could have 
given us some idea what the number of 
hours is, and certainly next year, if it 
turns out that the hours .worked ar 


H 


211 Supply. 


anything like 15 a day, it will be our 
duty to go further into the matter. 

Mr. DALZIEL: I just rise to thank 
the right honourable Gentleman for his 
reply. I think, on the question of hours, 
he will find that my information 
is pretty accurate, but at any rate, I am 
pleased that he has promised that he will 
personally go into the matter. 


Vote agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported. 
CuauseE IV. 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“That a sum not exceeding £681,867 be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the dlst day of March, 1899, for 
Public Education in Scotland.” 

Tue LORD ADVUCATE (Mr. A. 
GranaM Murray, Buteshire): The edu- 
cational year in Scotland has been what I 
may call uneventful, but at the same 
time satisfactory. The estimated in- 
crease of population is .8, while the num- 
ber of scholars on the register has in. 
creased by 1.05, and there has been an 
increase of 2.1 in the average attendance. 
While that is satisfactory so fer as num- 
bers go, there are also, I think, satis- 
factory figures as to the results of the 
inspections. The reports of the inspec- 
tors show that out of an average attend- 
ance of 107,275, 2.59 per cent. are 
marked as good, and 46.92 as excellent. 
No doubt these figures, especially the 
last item, prove that in general the 
improvement which has hitherto been 
remarked from year to year has been well 
maintained. Side by side with the day 
schools, honourable Members are 
aware, there has been the movement of 
evening continuation schools and the 
evening continuation schools also con- 
tinue to be satisfactory. During the year 
there was an average attendance of 
50,822 scholars, 59,954 being present at 
the inspector’s visits. I should mention, 
because, perhaps honourable Members 
might notice this matter in the Esti- 
mates, that the figures of the annual 
grant for evening continuation schools 
show a decrease of £4,736. I am glad 
to say that that decrease does not repre- 
sent a real decrease in the number of 
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evening scholars or in the popularity 0? 
the evening schools. These are Esti 
mates, and if the Estimates of one year 
are to be compared with the Estimate 
of another it simply means that the Esti- 
mate of last year was a little too san. 
guine, and it does not mean, as a matter 
vf fact, that the evening schools have 
gone back, because the actual attendance 
at evening schools this year is greater 
than it was before. The view of the 
Department as to evening schools has 
been to give as much opportunity as pos- 
sible by means of these institutions to 
those who have finished their elementary 
course and have no possibility of enter- 
ing secondary schools. While I am upon 
the figures, let me say this. Honourable 
Members will notice that the fee grant 
to day schools has been increased from 
£310,625 to £335,312. I feel that the 
phraseology of the sub-head in this 
matter is a little puzzling. The effect of 
that rise is, roughly speaking—of course, 
to a certain extent it is a decrease in 
numbers, but to a great extent what it 
really means is the carrying out of the 
Treasury promise of making good the 
12s. instead of the 10s. The phraseology 
is, perhaps, a little difficult to under- 
stand, because if honourable Members 
look at sub-head (a) they see: “Fee grant 
to day scholars, £314,312.” That is, of 
course, calculated upon 628,624 scholars 
at 10s. each. The grant of the previous 
year is £21,000. That certainly has an 
ambiguous sound, but it does not mean 
that £21,000 is paid in for arrears; it 
means that that is £21,000 devoted by 
the Treasury in accordance with their 
promise, and that that is the sum which 
is found necessary. 

Dr. CLARK: Is this £21,000 taken 
from the arrears—that is to say—the 
difference between the 1,180 upon the 
actual amount paid and the 1,180 on the 
estimated amount. 

Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: It is the 
sum given in accordance with the Trea- 
sury promise. I am trying to make it 
clear what the meaning of it is. During 
the year ending the 31st March, 1898, 
that is the last complete year, the capita- 
tion grant was at the rate of 12s. That 
is actually paid, of course, to the schools. 
Of that 12s., 10s. was met by Parlia- 
mentary Grant, and 2s. from the sum 
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otherwise available. Now, the sum other- 
wise available was the arrears that the 
honourable Member is speaking of, and 
also a sum of money under the Act to 
which [ need not now further refer. But 
so far as the year goes, there would be 
no available money for that 2s., unless 
supplemented by the Treasury, and it ‘s 
supplemented by the Treasury in this 
sum of £21,000. Why we fix upou 
£21,000 is because that is the sum which 
they had to take from the Local Taxa- 
tion Account. I hope I have made my- 
self clear. I agree that the phraseology 
of the sub-head is rather misleading. 
Then there is one othef matter that I 
should like to call attention to upon tae 
figures. There is a new item in the Esti- 
taates of this year that has not appeared 
before ; I mean the Aid Grant—-not only 
the additional Grant to scholars, but the 
Aid Grant to Voluntary  schools—of 
£12,600, under sub-head (7). That is in 
accordance with the Act of last year. I 
mention that simply in order to say this. 
I am happy to say that in Scotland at 
least the effect of the Grant has not 
becn diminished by voluntary subscrip- 
tions. As a matter of fact, the voluntary 
subscriptions this year are in advance of 
the amount of voluntary subscriptions in 
previous years. Whatever pessimistic 
prophecies there may have been with re 
gard to the probable effect of the three- 
shillings Aid Grant have not been ful- 
filled in Scotland. 

Dr. CLARK: What do the voluntary 
subscriptions amount to? 

Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The total 
voluntary subscriptions for the year are 
£33,315. [ am sorry to say T cannot 
properly distinguish between how much 
of those are for Voluntary schools and 
how much for Board schools, but the sub- 
scriptions for the latter are infini- 
tesimal. Taking the cost of mainten- 
ance of a child, and making it up from 
various sources, the amount paid by sub- 
scriptions in the Board schools is 44d., 
and in Voluntary schools is &s. Ofd. I 
have only given the honourable Member 
rough figures. I think the total volun- 
tary subscriptions would be over £30,000. 

Dr. CLARK: I mean as compared 
with last year. 

Mz. GRAHAM MURRAY: I cannot at 
the moment give the honourable Member 
the exact figures. Now, I turn from the 
question of the figures of attendance in 
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schools to another subject, which I know 
interests, especially the honourable Mem- 
ber for Mid Lanark, and that is the pro- 
vision of teaching power. I. have no 
doubt he will notice with pleasure that 
the Department has especially kept before 
it the question of, if possible, increasing 
the sources of teaching supply. Putting 


aside all the minor sources of sup- 
ply, the great backbone of the 
matter must be the training colleges, 


and accordingly the Department have 
found it expedient to considerably in- 
crease the number of recognised establish- 
ments. This year eight training colleges 
are now recognised, with 1,140 students, 
instead of 943 last year. Of course the 
wnole effect of that has not yet taken 
place—that is to say, that the number of 
students has not jumped up to the full 
extent ; but still I think the honourable 
Member will recognise a wish on the part 
of the Department to move in the direc- 
tion he desires for a further supply of 
teachers in the training colleges. Con- 
currently, of course, with that, there is 
also an earnest endeavour to keep up 
that other source of supply of what I 
may call rather modern introduction—I 
mean the provision of Queen’s students 
through the medium of the universities. 
Thirty-one students have already been 
enrolled on the terms set forth in the 
Minute, and the Department say they are 
prepared to enter into further proposals 
of that description. Then, as regards 
secondary education, there is nothing 
particular to be chronicled, except that 
the Departinent have endeavoured, by 
the last Minute, dated the 10th June, 
1897, to as much as possible allure the 
local authorities who have control of the 
technical education money to entrust 
that money to the committees that have 
been organised. During the year 1897- 
98, as the result of representations to 
those local authorities, the authorities of 
9 counties, 10 burghs, and 21 police 
burghs have, in the aggregate, entrusted 
the sum of £6,500 to 17 committees, on 
which they have been represented by 51 
additional members. As regards the dis- 
posal of the money, speaking generally, 
out of a total grant of £56,000 £16,200 
has been assigned in direct subsidies to 
higher-class schools, £16,000 in direct 
subsidies to State-aided schools, and a 
large proportion of what remains is to be 
paid in capitation grants and bursaries. 
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Dr. CLARK: That is less than last 
year. 

Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: As com- 
pared with last year, I believe the sub- 
sidies for high-class schools show an in- 
crease of about £1,300, and,for State- 
aided schools the figure is about £3,000 
less than last year. The honourable 
Gentleman will remember that the 
Minute details how the money is spent, 
without dealing with the money that is 
granted. Of course the object of the 
Department has been to recognise that 
our primary duty is to maintain a system 
of elementary education in ordinary 
schools, and that higher education can 
be carried on best, and most efficiently, 
and with the least interference to the 
elementary schools, when it is, as far as 
practicable, concentrated in the secondary 
dep:.-tment of the larger elementary 
schools. Then, of course, there is a 
balance in hand. I need not say any- 
thing about the matter which has been 
before the House to-night—the further 
sum available for secondary schools—but 
I think the Report shows pretty well the 


lines upon which to administer that 
money. There has been one other de- 
parture of considerable note that has 


taken place during the year, and that 
has been the transfer of the Science and 
Art Department from English manage- 
ment to the Scotch Education Depart- 
ment. Of course that is a matter which 
is only just, as a matter of fact, now 
getting into working order, and it is 
absolutely too soon to give results. In 
other words, there are as yet no results 
to give, because really the whole matter 
of the administration of this new money 
has only been taken up during the 
last few months, and accordingly the 


effect of that transfer is an _ effect 
that must be accounted for in the 
future. We hope that another great 


advantage of the increased grants that 
we are to get under the Bill of this 
year, when it becomes law, is that it will 
be synchronous with this development in 
the matter of science and art, and that 
therefore it will be open to a department 
having money under the science and art 
grant, and also the ordinary capitation 
grant, to greatly develop that work. 
Whether those expectations will be 
fulfilled must be a matter for the future. 
The whole scheme is one which it wil! 
be necessary to communicate to Parlia- 
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ment when we have, what is obviously 
necessary, a revised Minute, because the 
old Minute of June, 1897, will no longer 
be practically available. When we have 
that revised Minute, and, at the same 
time, the regulations under which the 
Science and Art Department is to be 
administered, I hope the House will then 
be in possession of practically the com- 
plete scheme of the Education Depart- 
ment. I can only hope that the general 
results of the new scheme will be as 
satisfactory as I think I may fairly say 
the results are satisfactory, as shewn by 
the reports of this year, for the somewhat 
limited field at present under the control 
of the Department. 


Caprain SINCLAIR (Forfar): I am 
sure the Committee have listened with 
very great interest to the speech of the 
right honourable Gentleman upon Scotch 
education. It is difficult, of course, to 
invite the Committee at this hour to 
discuss in detail the various points of 
the right honourable Gentlempa’s speech, 
but I am glad that at any rate this 
opportunity has been given, because it 
is better than no opportunity at all. 
Besides the matters that have been 
already mentioned by the right honour- 
able Gentleman, there is a matter in con- 
nection with the proceedings of this 
Session, and in connection with Scotch 
education, which is one of great regret 
upon this side of the House, and that is 
that we have had no opportunity of dis- 
cussing the Attendance of Children at 
Schools Bill, which was laid upon the 
Table by the Government. I may re- 
mind the Committee that that Bill pro- 
poses to deal with one of the great blots 
upon our system of Scotch education— 
namely, the early age at which children 
leave school. It is a most unfortunate 
fact that the average age of exemption 
from attendance at schools is one year 
less than it was 25 years ago. That 
means to say that the majority of these 
children leave school a year earlier than 
they used to, and there is this additional 
disadvantage which presses most hardly 
on the brightest and the cleverest chil- 
dren—namely, that they are pushed into 
employment at an earlier age than is 
proper, and that the cleverer and the 
brighter they are the earlier they have 
to leave school. I do not wish to dwell 
I do not 


upon that matter to-night. 
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deny that on the whole the explana- 
tions given by the right honourable 
Gentleman are fair and adequate, and 
that our educational progress has been 
steady and satisfactory, but I do not 
think that it can injure the Department, 
or have any great effect upon public 
opinion, if the weak spots are pointed out 
categorically, especially if they are im- 
portant weak I have never 
heard up to now that there is 
any possibility of having an Educa- 
tion Bill applying equally to England 
and Scotland. The question of Scotch 
education is a question which excites 
very great interest in Scotland, and I 
think it is likely to provoke opposition in 
Scotland if serious ground is given for 
the belief that the interests of Scotch 
education are made to suffer by being 
coupled with those of England in legis- 
lative proposals. The elementary schools 
in Scotland altogether differ from those 
in England. They are supported by 
grants coming from various sources, from 
private endowments left by private indi- 
viduals, and by funds of a great variety. 
All those different sources of support 
must be taken into account in establish- 
ing any satisfactory system of Scotch 
education. Our Scotch education is 
totally different from that of England. 
No one sympathises more than I do with 
the inevitable difficulties of the Govern- 
ment in this House. It is always, of 
course, much more preferable to deal 
with the subject in one Bill rather than 
in two Bills, if only for the mere sake 
of limiting discussion. That seems to me 
a source of danger in this House which is 
not sufficiently appreciated at the present, 
time. The transfer of the Science and 
Art Department to the Scotch Education 
Department is undoubtedly an improve- 
ment. There is one remark I would make 
in criticising the Report, and that is 
this: the right honourable Gentleman 
referred to the increase of 2.1 in the 
average attendance at schools. That also 
is a matter that we might have con- 
sidered in the _ discussion of the 
Attendance of Children at Schools Bill, 
because in some parts of Scotland even- 
ing attendance goes to make up the 
deficiencies of the children who are half- 
timers, and who are engaged in factory 
labour. I do not wish to go into the 
subject in any detail now. There is one 
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other matter I should like to allude to, 
and that I have alluded to on former 
occasions, and that is the question of 
audits. 1 cannot help thinking that the 
position of the Government is utterly 
indefensible, and I must protest against 
the treatment we have received from the 
right honourable Gentleman on various 
occasions when this matter has been 
brought up. This question was discussed 
at the time when the Education (Scot- 
land) Bill of 1897 was passed giving the 
aid grant, to which allusion has been 
made, to the Voluntary schools. Now, 
what we complain of is that there should 
be a different system of audit applied to 
Voluntary schools and Board schools. In 
the case of Board schools, in the first 
place, the full school board has once a 
quarter to sign an attendance register 
upon which the grant is based. Further, 
a visiting committee of the board, con- 
sisting of two members, have devolved 
upon them the duty of visiting the school 
at all times, or at any rate without notice 
to the teacher, in order to check the 
register with the number of children 
attending. By this means an absolute 
check is kept upon the register on which 
the grant is based. Further, all the 
school registers go up to the Audit 
Department, where they are examined 
and compared with vouchers, and so .on. 
In the case of Voluntary schools. the 
accounts are certified by the treasurer, 
one of the managers of the school—that 
is to say, they are certified by one cf 
the body whose accounts they are. They 
are audited by some friend in the locality, 
who compares the receipts with the 
vouchers, and so forth. Now, I submit 
that in the case of Voluntary schools. the 
essential characteristic of an audit is 
absent. No audit is of any value if the 
auditor is identical with those whose 
accounts are being audited. It is 
essential that the auditor should have 
absolutely no interest in the accounts 
which he audits. Now, this inequality 
has existed for years in Scotland. It was 
a bad enough state of things before the 
Act of 1897 came into force. The Act of 
1897 gave to Scotland a grant of 3s. a 
head for children in the Voluntary 
schools. When the Act of 1897 was 
under discussion the Lord Advocate 
refused to provide for a statutory awdit—- 
that is to say, he refused to place Volun- 
tary schools under the same conditions 
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as the Board schools, but he said, after 
great pressure, that he was willing to 
insert a provision in the English Bill of 
the preceding year, adding, “that there 
certainly would be an audit.” That was 
accepted, and the provision was inserted 
in the Bill. Now, early in this Session 
the Supplementary Estimate came for- 
ward, and we again brought up this ques- 
tion. The Lord Advocate absolutely 
ignored what he had said on the former 
occasion. He said tnere is the ordinary 
safeguard ; no special provision is neces- 
sary ; the managers would have to prove 
their accounts in the ordinary way. That 
was the excuse on the second occasion. 
Now [ submit that that is not a valid 
excuse. It is perfectly true that among 
the duties of the inspectors is that of 
seeing the accounts, but I am sure 
we are all aware that the inspectors (in 
Scotland, at any rate) do openly or 
tacitly protest against the suggestion 
that they are to be responsible for the 
accounts of the schools. Their business 
is that of educational inspection ; that is 
really the work that is asked of them by 
the Government who employ them. 
Therefore I say it is not a valid defence 
put forward by the Lord Advocate on 
this occasion. Then the matter 
broyght forward on a third occasion, and 
the right honourable Gentleman, with 
admirable ingenuity and with admirabk 
forgetfulness of what had occurred on the 
previous occasions, said that we were 
entirely mistaken, and that there had 
been an audit all the time; he explained 
to us the system of audit of the Volun- 
tarv schools which had been in operation 
before the Act of 1897 was passed. That 
was the form that his defence then took. 
I do not think that that was quite candid 
on the part of the right honourable 
Gentleman ; at any rate, it gives a very 
bad impression to those interested in the 
matter. On the last occasion he explained 
that the difference in the treatment 
between the Board schools and the 
Voluntary schools was this: that whereas 
the Board schools were supported by the 
rates, the Voluntary schools were sup- 
ported by private subscriptions in the 
same degree; that in the case of Board 
schools it was necessary, 1n the interest 
of the taxpayer, that there should be a 
complete statutory audit, but that in the 
case of the Voluntary schools the sub- 
scribers looked after their own interests. 
Captain Sinclair. 
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That left out of sight the fact that only 
between 2d. and 3d. of the money 
expended in Scotland comes from 


private sources. No doubt private sub- 
scribers are able to look after their own 
private subscriptions, but what about the 
taxpayer who pays three-quarters of the 
amount expended in the schools, whether 
Board schools or Voluntary schools! if 
his interest in the case of Board schools 
is three times that of the ratepayer, 
surely the protection given to both must 
be three times more valuable to the tax- 
payer than it is to the ratepayer. 
Then the right honourable Gentleman 
said that we must prove dishonesty— 
that charges would have to be made 
against managers of Board schools of 
dishonesty and malpractices. Now, our 
real point is that one class of people in 
he country ought not to be treated differ- 
ently to another class. it is un- 
dcubtedly the case that without dis- 
honesty or malpractices you do insist in 
the case of the Board schools -that there 
shall be an audit. That is no imputa- 
tion on the honesty of the Board school 
managers. The right honourable Gentle- 
man may tell us that he is perfectly 
willing to give us the English system. 
I only speak for myself, but, in my 
opinion, the English system lacks what 
I would describe as the essential cha- 
racteristic of any trustworthy system of 
audit. I have no doubt it works well 
enough, but it cannot be contended that 
it is a proper and satisfactory system. 
What I wish to press for is that there 
shall be, in the case of the Voluntary 
schools in Scotland an equally fair and 
equally compulsory audit as there is in 
the case of the Board schools. I am 
perfectly certain that the Committee 
will agree with me when I urge that 
the right honourable Gentleman repre- 
senting the Government has not behaved 
fairly to us in this matter. On every 
occasion he has met us with a different 
defence, and we are as badly off now as 
we were before the question was raised 
at all. It is only fair to the Voluntary 
schools that they should be placed in 
this matter on an equality with the 
Board schools. It is far better that the 
Voluntary schools should come forward 
and say, “Place us under whatever 
restrictions you like, as long as you are 
fair.” Any idea that the Voluntary 
schools. are being privileged, that they 

















are not given equal justice, is likely to 


prove in the end inimical to their 
interests. I ask for fair play in this 
matter. The Government have treated 


us more than discourteously ; they have 
placed themselves open to a charge of 
bad faith. We were promised that there 
should be a better state of things, or 
that there should be, at any rate, a 
change in the present state of things, and 
we are in exactly the same position as 
we were in when this question was first 
mooted. I regret exceedingly that I 
should have to bring the matter again 
before the House at this period of the 
Session, when it ‘is extremely incon- 
venient to have any lengthy discussion, 
but I felt that it was a matter that ought 
not to be passed over. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I hope the First 
Lord will agrée that it is unreasonable 
to expect us at this late hour to debate 
such an important Vote as this. Per-| 
haps he will agree now to report Pro- | 
gress, and put down the Vote at a com- | 
paratively early hour to-morrow, so that | 
we may atoyaately, although not unduly, | 
discuss it. The Vote did not come on | 
to-ni¢ht till about 25 minutes to 12, and | 
we have had no time at all to raise any 
questions of importance. 





Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


SURY: I cannot help agreeing with 
what has fallen from the honourable 
Gentleman. I think we ought to report 


Progress now, because this is a very im- 
pertant Vote, and I am anxious that it 
should have a fair share of discussion. 
I will endeavour to find a fairly early 
place for it to-morrow, and I hope that, 
on the understanding that I do that, we 
shall be assisted in getting the other 
Votes without unnecessary delay, as 
there are various important subjects to 
bs discussed to-morrow, which is the 
penultimate day for the discussion of 
Supply. 


Dr. CLARK: May I ask what is the 


business for to-morrow? 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I think it would be convenient 
to take the Stationery Office Vote, and 
perhaps there may be one or two non- 
controversial Votes. Then I will put 
down this Vote after those. But I should 
hope that it will not be discussed at 
any great length. 
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Mr. CHANNING: I should like to ask 
when the Science and Art Department 
Vcte will be taken, and also when the 
Local Government Vote will be taken. 

Dr. CLARK: Do I understand that 
the Government will follow the order of 
the Votes as they appear on the Paper, 
subject to giving precedence to the 
Stationery Office Vote to-morrow! 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I propose to take Votes 22, 23, 
24, 25, and 26, then the Stationery 
Office Vote, then the Scotch Education 
Vote, and then the Science and Art 
Vote, and then we go on_ with 
clause 5. 

Mr. CHANNING: Then the remaininz 
Votes in class 2 will be postponed, and 
perhaps swallowed up in the closure on 
Monday night. 

COLONEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): Does the right honourable 
Gentleman mean to take the Scotch 
Education Vote to-morrow! 

THe FIRST LORD or 
SURY: I have just said so. 

Vote postponed. 


THE TREA- 


Resolutions to be reported this day; 
to sit 
again this day. 

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 

(SUPERANNUATION) BILL, 

Order of the day for the Third Rea.l- 
ing read. 

Motion made. 

Question put— 

“That the Bill be now read a third time.” 

Cotone, LOCKWOOD: I quite recog- 
nise that it would be inconvenient at 
this period of the Session to have any 
long Debate on this stage of the Bill, 
but I do express regret that the Govern- 
ment have dealt with this important sub- 
ject by piecemeal legislation. I gave the 
other day my reason for making that 
statement to the House. I regard this 
as an_ ill-conceived, hastily-drawn-up 
Bill, which has been hurried through 
the House at a pace which has made any 
Debate upon it absolutely impossible. It 
is obscure in its language, badly drafted, 
and it has never been explained. Even 
its technical phraseology is wrong. The 
term “elementary school,” I am givea 
to understand, does not exist in Scot- 
land. As to the clause we debated the 
other day, clause 25, no three Members 
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are agreed as to its meaning. The 
honourable and learned Member for Wal- 
sall took one view, and the honourable 
and learned Member for Rochester took 
another view, and the right honourable 
Gentleman who had charge of the Bill! 
took a different view from either. In-| 
stead of relying on the Bill brought} 
before the House, the teachers will have | 
to depend upon the charitable interpre- | 
tation of officials of the Education Depart- | 
ment and the Treasury, and I doubt) 
whether they will be better off by that 
than if they had had the keen intelli-| 
gence of Parliament brought to bear} 
upon the Bill. However, when I have | 
to go a journey I must take the first 
conveyance that comes to hand; if I can- 
rot get a well-appointed carriage to drive | 
in I must take advantage of any shabby 
hack that comes to hand. If that breaks 
down I shall probably find fault with the 
driver. In this case, I take it, that 
when the teachers find out, as I verily | 
believe they will, that they would have | 
done better even by waiting for another | 
year and having a Measure introduced | 
and fairly discussed in Parliament, they 
will very much regret that they have | 
pressed upon Members of the House the | 
absolute necessity of passing this Bill at | 
the presenttime. As Ihave already said, | 
I have pledged myself to suppert a 
Teachers’ Superannuation Bill, and there- 
fore I should not think of putting any 
obstacle in the way of the Bill passing : 
but I believe the Government have made 
a mistake, and I think the teachers will 
find that out. 

Mr. PIRIE: I am entirely at one with 
the honourable Member who has just sat 
down, but I rise more particularly wit) 
the object of drawing the attention sf 
the Scottish people to what has become 
quite a characteristic of Scottish legisla- 
tion during the last few years—the uni- 
versal system by which Scottish legisla- 
tion is carried by a majority of English 
votes and with a minority of Scottish 
votes. The whole crux of the Bill de- 
pends on the Amendment moved by the 
honourable Member for Cardiganshire to 
clause 12, with the object of allowing 
school boards to retain the power which 
they have at present of giving pensions 
to teachers. We in Scotland attach a 


great deal of importance to this question. 
We attach, if I may say so, more im- 
portance to it than is attached in Eng- 
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land, because we have always held that 
education is the very first thing which 
a Government ought to give to the peo- 
ple whom it governs. I think there 
is a great deal due to the teachers who 
have educated the Scottish people for 
many years, and if ycu treat them well 
you may be sure that the result will be 
good. It is because I think that by 
this Bill they are being most unfairly 
treated that I enter my protest against 
the Third Reading. I do not intend to 
press this to a Division, because the Bill 
really affects England more than it does 
Scotland in a certain way, and I think 
it would be undesirable at this late hour, 
at what is the end of the Session, to press 
the matter to a Division, but I wish to 
emphasise this point, that the Bill is 
affecting Scotland in a manner antago- 
nistic to the wishes of the majority of 
Scottish representatives. The Division 
yesterday was a very small one, only one- 
third of the Scottish Members voted, and 
the majority of them voted in favour cf 
the Aniendment. Had all the Scottish 
Members voted there is no doubt the 
majority for the Amendment would have 
keen much larger. As has been pointed 
out, this is a matter which concerns the 
ratepayers alone. Our demand would 
rot affect the Treasury by one penny. 
We merely ask in Scotland to be allowed 
to give pensions if the school boards so 
desire, and surely we have a right to do 
as we like with our own rates! There 
has been no reason shown why the con- 
fidence which the Scottish people place 
in their school boards should be with- 
drawn, as it is withdrawn by this Bill. 
The Scottish teachers have learned to 
look upon their position in a certain way 
as if they had vested rights and in- 
terests, and those vested rights and in- 
terests have been taken away from them 
by this Bill. The Scottish school boards 
have never ill-used the rights which they 
have hitherto enjoyed. They have treated 
the teachers liberally, and the teachers 
have always done their duty by the 
pupils. In many cases, especially in the 
case of large school boards, instead of 
the Bill conferring a benefit on them it 
must lead to suffering on their part. In 
Glasgow I have known of pensions being 
given of as much as £120 a year, and 
that without any payment or contribu- 
tion by the teachers themselves. The 
two systems of England and Scotland are 
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entirely distinct and different, and it is 
impossible to say that because a Bill 
affecting education is necessary for Eng- 
land it must be necessary for Scotland cn 
the same lines. There is more required 
from the teachers in Scotland, and better 
men are required, therefore we have a 
right to treat our men better and more 
liberally than you treat yours in England. 
But what is the ostensible reason that 
the Government give for inflicting this 
on Scotland against its wishes? We are 
told that there must be uniformity. I 
venture to say that the real reason is 
that English representatives desire for 
Scotland a retrogressive policy as far as 
education is concerned; they wish to 
lower Scottish education to the same 
level that education has reached in Eng- 
land, and it is right that we representa- 
tives of Scottish feeling should protest 
most strongly against this. I further 
say that the real reason is to be found 
also, in the desire that English Voluntary 
schools and their teachers should not be 
placed at a disadvantage in comparison 
with the pensions which Scottish teachers 
may have. It is most creditable, I think, 
to the Scottish Voluntary schools that 
not a word of objection has been heard 
from them, as far as I know, to the 
Amendment that my honourable Friend 
wished to see adopted, namely, that the 
school boards should be able to continue 
to grant pensions if they sodesired. The 
Bill gives something to English teachers 
and surrenders nothing; whereas in the 
case of Scotland it gives nothing more 
than Scottish teachers have at present. 
It is said that if the school boards 
retain this power of giving pensions 
duplicate pensions would be given. That 
is absolutely fallacious, because they 
would take into consideration any pen- 


sions that might be received from 
other sources. If there was any 
use at all in moving an Amend- 
ment, I should like to propose to 
delay the operation of the Bill so 


far as Scotland is concerned, but that, of 
course, would be absolutely futile. We 
all know that at this hour of night, and 
especially at this period of the Session, 
Scottish Members are invariably outvoted 
by English Members, who neither know 
nor care about the matter on which they 
are voting. All we can do is to enter 
our emphatic protest against legislating 
in an important matter like this against 
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the wishes of the majority of the Scottish 
representatives. 

Mr. DALZIEL: My honourable Friend 
who has just sat down has my sympa- 
pathies in his general complaint of the 
way in which on vurely Scottish ques- 
tions the Scotch representatives are often 
outvoted by English and Irish Members, 
but in this particular instance I think 
the Government are to be congratulated 
on bringing forward a vary useful 
Measure. The principle it involves 1 
regard as undoubtedly a sound one— 
namely, that teachers ought to be as 
much entitled to pensions as any other 
class of civil servants. That is a prin. 
ciple to which no one in this House has 
objected. But, while I congratulate the 
Government on introducing such a 
Measure, I am sorry that, for no reason 
that has been given to the House, they 
have thought it necessary to deal in what 
I must describe as a very shabby fashion 
with the Scottish teachers. The Scottish 
teachers, who I think are in the main 
supporters of the Government, have been 
thrown over in this matter, and the small 
claim which they put forward has not 
received full consideration. All they 
asked was that the school boards should 
have a free hand to supplement pensions 
in cases where they had been fully 
earned. This would involve no charge on 
the National Exchequer. The question 
was a purely local question, and there 
was no justification whatever for the 
Government stepping in. It does seem 
to me that the Government have taken 
up a most extraordinary position in this 
matter, and one that it is impossible to 
justify. At the same time, however, 1 
believe the teachers of Scotland are grate- 
ful to the Government for this Bill, and 
although they believe it is incomplete 
and unsatisfactorv as far as Scotland is 
concerned, I myself am glad to support 
the Bill as it stands, and I can only hope 
that in another Session we shall have the 
question I have referred to put right, be 
cause there is a strong feeling in Scot- 
land that the teachers ought to have this 
small concession. 

Mr. BUTCHER (York): I do not 
desire to detain the House at any length, 
but there is one question arising out of 
the whole subject which is of some im- 
portance, and on which I should like to 
get an answer from the right honourable 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill. Clause 7 


(Superannuation) Bill. 


227 Local Taxation Account 
says that any question as regards the 
Treasury allowance shall be referred to 
the Treasury, and the decision of the 
Treasury shall be final. I venture w 
think that that principle ought not to be 
applied to the annuity, which stands on 
an entirely different footing. The 
annuity arises from contributions by the 
teachers themselves. I should like to 
ask if it is really intended that on any 
question arising as to the amount of 
annuities the Treasury should have the 
final decision. I would suggest that that 
portion of the clause should be omitted. 
I know that it cannot be done on this 
occasion, but the right honourable 
Gentleman might give some expression 
of opinion which would lead to the Bill 
being altered in this respect in another 
place. 


Dr. CLARK : There is one point which 
has, I think, been overlooked in regard to 
this sill which demands a protest on the 
part of Scotch Members—I refer to 
the fact that the Bill has evidently been 
drafted without consulting the Scotch 
Office at all. I could understand this in 
the case of a private Member’s Bill, but 
this is a Government Bill, and although 
it applies to Scotland there is not the 
name of the Lord Advocate on the back 
of the Bill. Then, again, you are send- 
ing to the other House an incomplete 
Bill, and asking them to finish it. If it 
were an ordinary Bill it would not be so 
very important, but this is a Bill affect- 
ing taxation, which is a matter for this 
House alone, and you are really asking 
the other House to do the work which 
you ought to do yourself. I cannot 
understand such a revolutionary course 
being adopted by a Conservative Govern- 
ment. Even the name of tbe Bill, “The 
Elementary School Teachers Bill,” shows 
its English origin, because by the fifth 
and sixth clauses you are taking in a 
class of men who are not elementary 
school teachers. The whole business of 
this Bill is so entirely novel that I feel 
bound to make my protest against it. 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe COM- 
MITTEE or tHe COUNCIL (Sir J. Gorsr, 
Cambridge University): May I just say, 
in reply to the honourable and learned 
Member for York, that it is not our inten- 
tion that the rights of teachers in respect 
of annuities, so far as the annuities are 
provided from contributions of the 


Mr. Butcher. 
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teachers themselves, should be made 
subject to the decision of the Treasury. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1. 
Dr. CLARK: I move 


“To insert in line 22, the words ‘thirtieth 

day of September,’ in lieu of ‘thirty-first day 
of March.’” 
The Bill only runs during the continu- 
ance of the Agricultural Rating Bill, 
1896, and that runs for five years; so 
that, at all events, it will be the difference 
between three years and five years of the 
sum that we are getting under the 1896 
Bill. When that Bill was under discus- 
sion we pressed on the Treasury the 
desirability of giving Scotland the 
same as that which was given t» 
England, and it was refused. Now, | 
want to know why the first payment 
under this Bill should be postponed to 
the 3lst March of this year. There 
will be the half-yearly payment falling 
due in September, and the only ques- 
tion is whether we should have a half 
yearly payment of £200,000 or £300,000. 
If my Amendment is adopted we should 
still only have three and a half years «f 
the fair equivalent grant, but that is 
better than only three years. 





Amendment proposed— 

“Page 1, line 22, to leave out the words 
‘thirty-first day of March,’ and insert ‘thir- 
tieth day of September.’”—(Dr. Clark.) 

Question proposed— 

“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the clause.” 

Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am afraid 
I cannot accept this Amendment, because 
the imatter has been already arranged 
with the Treasury, and, as a matter of 
fact, it is necessary to adhere to the date 
of the 31st March because the sums that 
are voted must run out at the same time. 
The honourable Member will remember 
that the first sum of £27,000 is distri- 
buted among county councils and parish 
councils in Scotland in the same propor- 
tion as the amount distributed to them 
under the provisions of sub-section 3 of 
the principal Act. It is necessary that 
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the two matters should run out at the 
same time, and that the two periods 
should synchronise. 


Mr. CALDWELL: What we complain 
of is that there was not enough monay 
under the original grant, and you wanted 
more money to make up the deficiency. 
It is not a question of making up the 
deficiency for the next three and a half 
years, it is a question of making up the 
deficiency from the Acricultural Rates 
Act. But I will point out. also that 
in the case of England the money ran 
from the 3lst March, 1897. It has been 
taken for granted that Scotland has got 
too little money under the Agricultural 
Rates Act, and it is admitted by the 
Government that we ought to be paid 
half our rates in the same way as Eng 
land. That being admitted, the ques 
tion arises, when the payment, so far 
as Scotland is concerned, should begin 
to run. Obviously it should be on the 
same date as the date on which the Eng 
lish payment began to run. Here you 
are postponing to the 31st September, 
or practically one year, the running of 
money which you admit, if Scotland had 
got her fair proportion in 1896, would 
ave run from 1897 in the same way 
as the English money runs. I cannot, 
for the life of me, see how it can be 
maintained on any principle of justice 
that the Scotch payment should begin 
to run from September of this year and 
rot from the period when the original 
payment was made. TI shall be glad 
if the Lord Advocate will explain to us | 
the principle on which he justifies this. 
This question relates entirely to whether 
Scotland is getting her fair proportion. 
It does not involve the question of any 
Treasury arrangement as to the distribu- 





{4 Aveausr 1898} 


| accept it. 


(Scotland; Bill. 230 


tion of this £27,060 amongst different 
bodies; that has nothing to do with 
the matter. If you have been short- 
paid, and have not got your £27,000, 
your short payment will extend from the 
very first year. Let me give one siniple 
example. England gets half of her rate 
from the 31st March, 1897 ; it runs from 
that date. We have been found to be 
short-paid, and now, what we ask is, that 
the Scotch payment should run from the 
criginal date. If we are short-paid the 
Scotch payment ought to run from the 
original date, as in the case of England. 
I must say that the Scottish people are 
most unjustly treated in this matter. First 
we get a short payment, and then, when 
it is admitted that we are short-paid 
you will not give us payment from the 
original date, but you make it run from 
a year and a half later. I can see no 
justice in such a proceeding as that, and 
I think it is absurd that in these matters 
of local taxation there should not be 
absolute equality. If we are entitled 
to the money we are entitled to it from 
the original date, and the original date 
was the 3lst March, 1897. 


Dr. CLARK: We thought last year 
that we were to get a sum similar to that 
given to England, but as a matter of fact 
we did not get enough money, and what 
we have to do now is to remedy that. 
The Amendment I have proposed is 
rather in the way of a compromise, and 
I regret that the Lord Advocate will not 
If the Treasury will only 
make these payments during three years, 


| all we can do is to protest against ihe 


treatment of Scotland by the ‘lreasirv 


| in the usual fashion. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 79; 


| Noes 20.—(Division List No. 278.) 
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Arnold, Alfred 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. 


Cochrane, Hon. 


John 


Collings, Rt. Hon, | 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 


T. H. A. E.| Gray, 
Jesse 


Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Captain 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
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Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford. E.) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 

Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 


Foster, Colonel 
Garfit, William 
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Milton, Viscount 

More, Robert Jasper 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. E. 


Robertson, H. 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. 


Sidebotham, J. 
Stanley, Lord 
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Purvis, Robert 

Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 


Ryder. John Herbert Dudley | 


Thornton, Perey M. 
Webster, Sir R. 1K. (I of W.) 
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Welby, Lieut.-Col. O. C. E. 
| Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
| Willox, Sir John Archibald 
| 


(Hackney) Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
(Tyrone) Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


W. (Cheshire) | 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
(Lanes) 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 


Dalziel, James 


Sinclair, Capt. 


CLAUse 2? 


Dr. CLARK: There are two or three 
Amendments I have to move on this 
clause. We have to consider the ques- 
tion whether we should give the Depart- 
ment a free hand to do what it pleases, 
and, with our past experience, I do not | 
think we can agree to do that. We have 
now a good opportunity of placing our 
education in Scotland in a decent posi- 
tion. Scotch education now cannot be 
talked of as elementary education, be- 
cause a large sum is distributed for 
secondary education, university educa- | 
tion, and technical education. As far | 
as legislation is concerned we have got | 
practically all we require for Scotland, 
and all we need do now is to have 
proper organisation and application of 
that legislation. That can be properly 
done by the Scotch Education Depart- 
ment. The method proposed in the Bill! 
is to give £20,000 to be distributed 
among the county and parish councils 
for the purpose of reducing city police 
rates, and so forth. All these are verv 
desirable objects, but it would be much 
better to spend the whole of the money | 
for the purposes of education. We | 
should then be able to show you some- | 
thing for the money that we have vot, | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


and should be able to take full advantage 
of the legislative powers we have in 
the matter of technical, secondary, and 
university education. We should be able 
to have a full and complete scheme in | 
operation next year, and the result would 
be to bring about what we had before, 
when we used our money for the purpose 
of securing free education. All we ask 
is to be permitted to use this money for | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Doogan, P. C. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale 
Macaleese, Daniel 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh | TELLERS FOR THE 


Henry Ure, Alexander 

Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.2.} 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Nors— 
J. (Forfarsi.) | Dr. Clark and Mr, Pirie. 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) | 


the purposes of secondary and technical 
education, in order that Scotland may 
regain the position that she held for 
centuries. I do not intend to discuss the 
matter at any length, but I propose to 
move the omission of sub-section 1, and 
I shall certainly go to a Division upon it. 


Amendment proposed 

“Page 2, line 5, to leave out sub-section 1.” 
—(Dr. Clark.) 

Question proposed— 

“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the clause.” 

Mr. CALDWELL: The Lord Advocate 
explained in the previous Debate that the 
object of this sub-section was to carry out 
what Parliament had already determined. 
We quite recognise that from the Govern- 
ment point of view that is so, and that 
this is merely the correction of a mis- 
calculation; but the right honourable 
Gentleman must remember that we on 
this side of the House objected to the 
original application of the money, and 
therefore we naturally take this oppor- 
tunity of renewing our objections. 


Mr. DALZIEL: It is too late now to 
go into the objections to the proposals of 
the Government. I think we all agree 
on this side of the House that this money 
will go into the pockets of one class, and 
one class only. For my part, I am rather 
sorry that the Government have not 
allocated this money for the purpose of 
carrying out our old friend the Old Age 
Pension scheme. We might have made 


a most useful experiment in Scotland by 
using all this money in laying the founda- 
tion of a system of old age pensions. 
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Instead of that the Government propose Is there no one, I ask, on that Bench who 
to devote this money to purposes for will say a word for old age pensions? 


which no one will thank them, and 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 78 ; 
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Heath, James 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 
Lawrence,SirEDurning(Corn.) | 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp'l) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 
Malcolm, Ian 
Milton, Viscount 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 

NOES. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Doogan, P. C, 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Morton, EK. J. C. (Devonport) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh | 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) | 


Seale | 


Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C, E. 
Williams. J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Ure, Alexander 

Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Dr. Clark and Mr. Pirie. 





Amendment proposed— 


“Page 2, after ‘pounds, to insert ‘which 
shall be administered by the Fishery Board 
for Scotland.’ ”—(Captain Sinclair.) 


Amendment which stands in my name 
is intended to prevent the application of 
this money until directions are given by 
Parliament for the purpose. This point 


| was discussed in detail on the Committee 


Capratn SINCLAIR: Before I move 
the Amendment which stands in my | 
name, I should like to ask the Lord | 


Advocate one question. 


My Amendment | 


will not be necessary if we may clearly | 


understand from the right honourable 
Gentleman that it is the intention of the 
Government that the administration of 
these funds will be entrusted to the 
Fishery Board for Scotland. 

Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: Of course 
that is the intention, but the honourable 
Member will see that some provision is 
necessary as to how the funds are to be 
dealt with. 


| this course should be followed. 


| bers on this side. 


stage; and on the Second Reading 1 
think my right honourable Friend the 
Member for Aberdeen, in a most exhaus- 
tive speech, gave very cogent reasons why 
It would 
not take much for the Government to 
conciliate the wishes of honourable Mem- 
The Amendment is 


| not conceived in any party spirit what- 


Caprain SINCLAIR: Then I will not | 


move that Amendment. The next 


ever—it is only intended to delay the 
application of this money until the 
Government shall pass through this 
House a scheme dealing with secondary 
education in Scotland. In Com- 
mittee, there was also the ques- 
tion of an inquiry proposed, it being the 





} 
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view on this side of the House that no 
‘scheme of Scottish secondary education 
can be thorough and exhaustive unless 
it is preceded by a public inquiry, which 
shall carry public opinion with the 
Government in this matter, after discuss- 
ing the difficulties that there are, and 
must be, in such a scheme. In the pre 
sent instance, inquiry of course is not 
mentioned, and this is simply a proposal 
asking the Government to let this money 
be carried to a separate account in the 
meantime—to let it be, so to speak, ear- 
marked for the purpose of Scottish 
secondary education. I need hardly point 
out that the whole scheme of any Mea 
sure passed by the Government lies with 
them. I am sure the right honourable 
Gentleman knows that there is every 
wish on this side of the House to do 
everything that can be done to forward 
and second the purposes and efforts of 
the Government in this direction, We 
have only the interests of Scottish edu- 
cation at heart, and it is with that end 
that this Amendment is proposed. I 
will not go into detail, as the right 
honourable Gentleman knows what our 
idea is: but I would not have him be 
lieve, because we do not urge these 
matters on him now, that there is any 
less sincere and strong wish on this side 
of the House that the course we propose 
should, even at this late hour, have the 
consideration of the Government. 


Amendment proposed— 

Page 2, line 24, to leave out from the word 
‘as’ to the word ‘ Parliament,’ in line 25, inclu- 
sive, and insert the words ‘ Parliament. shall 
hereafter determine.’”—/(Captain Sinclair.) 


Question proposed— 

“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Bill.” 

Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: As_ the 
honourable Gentleman knows perfectly 
well, this matter was very fully discussed 
in Committee. I can only assure him 
that I never had any doubt whatever as 
to the perfect good faith of his proposal, 
and the perfect good faith of its under- 
lying motive, which is the advancement 
of secondary education, All I can do is 
to claim the same thing for ourselves. 
The difference between us is one of 
detail. We say that this subject cannot 
be properly dealt with in this way, and 
we object to having our hands tied abso- 
lutely, as they would be if we accepted 

Captain Sinclair. 


{ COMMONS } 
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this Amendment to dealing with this 
subject by way of fresh legislation, in- 
stead of by Minutes of the Department. 
I do not think I need say anything more, 
because I should only be repeating what 
I said in the Committee stage. There 
fore, while quite admitting the perfect 
good faith of the honourable Member 
and those who agree with him, I must 
respectfully decline to accept the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Like the 
Lord Advocate, I do not desire to repeat 
what I said on the former occasion, and 
I will content myself with one observa- 
tion only. The right honourable Gentle- 
man says he ‘desires to bring this sub- 
ject before the House by way of Minutes 
of the Department. That, I think, is 
most unsatisfactory. It does not give us 
the opportunity to which we are entitled 
of discussing the proposals of the Govern- 
ment. What is the present procedure! 
A Minute is drawn up, in technical lan- 
guage, which is very difficult for honour- 
able Members to follow, unless they have 
carefu'ly studied the matter; and it is 
brought forward after 12 o'clock at 
night, when any adequate discussion is 
impracticable. But the main point I 
want to call attention to is this: the 
right honourable Gentleman says he is 
unwilling to make any promise to pro- 
pose legislation unless the Department 
finds that legislation is necessary. That 
is really asking us to place too much 
reliance on the Department. We are not 
content to leave the application of all 
these sums of money in the hands of the 
Department. We desire, on behalf of 
the people of Scotland, to have some 
voice in the distribution of this money. 
It is eight years since the distribution of 
the money began, and during those eight 
years there has been a constant demand 
for legislation, and we think the time has 
come for legislation, whether the Depart- 
ment wants it or not. We do not intend 
to recede from that demand. We intend 
on every occasion that this matter comes 
before the House to insist upon having 
a voice in the distribution of this fund. 
It is—I will not say unconstitutional. 
but certainly at variance with the usage 
of practice of Parliament, that matters of 
this kind should be left entirely to the 
discretion of one small ‘Department. 
That, we say, is not treating Parliament 
as Parliament desires to be treated, and, 
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however inferior we may be in numbers 
in this House, we think it right to insist 
on what we believe is a perfectly reason- 
able demand. What is required is that 
the whole subject may be referred to a 
Select Committee, who may take evidence 
about it, in order to give the people of 
Scotland the satisfaction of knowing how 
their interests may be properly safe 


guarded, 
Mk. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 


wish to emphasise the point that has 
been made by my honourable Friend, 
that in pressing this matter we are 
actuated by no Party spirit. The right 
honourable Gentleman who has just sat 
down has shown how impossible it is to 
deal with this matter by Minutes. 


case, the proof of the pudding is in the 
eating, Unfortunately, the former 
Government, as well as this Government, 
have attempted to deal with this subject 
by Minutes. It can be easily shown that 
that has been a complete failure, and 
we feel that this will be a failure also. 
think that what we want is some sort of 
investigation. It may be that the Govern- 
ment has all the facts at its fingers’ ends, 
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cation, Neither Edinburgh nor Glasgow 


gets a single penny of this money 
for the institutions devoted to 


technical education. The money is prac- 
tically spent only for secondary education 
of a classical character. I think if the 
whole of the money were spent for tech- 
nical education it would be much better. 
This is really a bread-and-butter 
question for us in Scotland. In England 
and Ireland you give grants from 
Imperial sources towards technical insti- 
tutions, like your Royal College cf 
Science, but Scotland does not get a 
penny. I find from the last accounts that 
the Department has £48,000 in hand. 





ir 5] 


may use a colloquial expression in this | 


1 


I cannot understand why that money 1s 
kept in hand instead of being spent. I 
would point out that this money is not 
voted year by year; it comes out of the 
;Consolidated Fund, and therefore we 
|have not the opportunity of discussing 
it; it is practically placed outside the 
control of Parliament. I am glad my 
|honourable Friend intends to take a 
| Division on this Amendment, in order 


|that we may record our protest against 
|the way in which this money is frittered 
jaway, and Parliament deprived of «ll 
|control over it. 


but unless we have the propelling force | 


of some public investigation, we feel that 
no satisfactory scheme will be given us. 

Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.) : This method 
of proceeding by Minute is really, as my 
right honourable Friend has pointed out, 
at variance with the established practice 
of Parliament. I hope my honourable 
Friend will go to a Division, in the first 
place, as a protest against the substitu- 
tion of Departmental action, practically 
uncontrolled, for the action of this 
House ; and in the second place, because 
the chaotic condition to which the regu- 
lation of secondary education in Scot- 
land has now come is a perfect scandal. 
What we want is a considered and 
organised scheme, which will deal with 
the whole of these various sums of 
money, and which will bring them into 
one common fund, and lay down the prin- 
ciples and methods by which that fund 
should be administered. 


Dr. CLARK: This House has given 
£60,000 for the purposes of secondary 
education, including technical education, 
Out of that £60,000, handed over to the 
Scotch Education Department, I can only 
find about £400 spent for technical edu- 


Mr. CALDWELL: The importance «f 
this matter is not confined to the £5,000 
‘under this sub-section ; it applies also to 
the £40,000 which will be available after 
this Bill is passed. This Bill is to give 
| £49,000 for secondary education in Scot- 
\land. Altogether £15,700 is given for 
|secondary education in Scotland under 
|different grants, and yet there is no 
‘general scheme under which these 
| moneys are administered. What does tha 
|Government propose to do with this 
£49,000! Instead of having a compre- 
hensive scheme, you propose to give this 
money over to certain purposes which the 
Department are to specify. If you once 
give over the money you will never get 
it back again if, at a future time, you get 
a comprehensive scheme. “Vested 
interests” will come in, and an effective 
general scheme will be impossible 
Within the last six years we have given 
£170,000 for secondary education in 
Scotland, and we have no plan whatever 
for the purpose of laying out that money. 
In addition to that, there is an enormous 
sum of money represented by endow- 
ments for secondary education, almost as 
much as you had for elementary 
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education, and yet there is no scheme for 
the proper expenditure of the money, 
which is simply dribbled and frittered 
away. 

CoLONEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): I think all the Scottish Mem- 
bers are practically agreed in this matter. 
We are not satisfied with the way :n 
which this money is distributed. But, as 
that is so, the Lord Advocate, having 
ascertained the views of Scottish Mem. 
bers, will, I take it, in the Minutes he 
prepares, give effect to our views, and 
those Minutes will be presented to Parlia- 
ment, and we shall have an opportunity 
of discussing them. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I do 
not think that we on this side will be 
so easily satisfied as the honourable 


and gallant Gentleman who has just sat | 


down appears to be. ‘I think it is the 
absolute duty of every Scottish Member 
to enter his protest against this injus- 
tice. Why should not the Government 
treat Scotland as its representatives 
desire! If the Government would only 
try the method of treating Scotland 
according to its characteristics and 
idiosyncracies, the legislation they pro- 
pose would achieve more success. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I must really express 
surprise that the Lord Advocate has not 
made up his mind to take some notice cf 
the arguments that have been put 
forward by Scottish Members on _ this 
matter. The whole point is whether a 
gentleman, however well qualified and 
able he may be, is to have the power to 
determine as to the distribution of this 


money without the authority of this | 


House, or the opinion of Scottish Mem- 


{COMMONS} 
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| bers being regarded. We object alto- 
| gether to this system of Minutes. In the 
| cases in which individual schemes are 
| brought before the House, they come up 
for discussion after midnight, and no 
opportunity is afforded for their proper 
discussion. I cannot understand why the 
| Lord Advocate cannot give us a satis- 
| factory assurance in this matter. All we 
| ask is that the Government will promise 
to prepare, even if it take them twelve 
| months, a comprehensive scheme, and 
| get the opinion of the Scottish Members 
| and the Scottish people upon it. I think 
the Government are very ill-advised in 
| showing this contemptuous indifference 
to the arguments put forward by Mem- 
ber after Member, representing Scottish 
constituencies. 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanark, N.E.): I 
| think we have a right to demand an 
|answer from the right honourable 
| Gentleman, especially seeing that every 
| Scottish Member who has spoken has 
isupported the Amendment. We have a 
| satisfactory scheme of secondary educa- 
| tion in England, and I think the Govern- 
/ment should give sufficient time for a 
|scheme to be formulated for Scotland, 
| especially considering the large sums of 
| money which will now be available for 
| that purpose. I do ask the Government 
| to give this one Amendment favourable 
ett So far as we have gone, 
every Amendment that has been pro- 
| posed has been refused and voted down 
| by the Government, and I trust that they 
| will make, at any rate, this one conces- 
| sion. 


| 





The Committee divided:—Ayes 75; 
| Noes 23.—(Division List No. 280.) 


AYES. 


Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 


| 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) 


Beach. Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Brist’l) 
Bethell, Commander 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | 


Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R, F. (N. Lanes) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, E. (Hertford, FE.) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Cochrane, Hon, T. H. A. E. 


Mr. Caldwell. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Doughty, George | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duncombe. Hon, Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen,RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) | 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Captain | 
Hamilton, Rt, Hon. Lord G. | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kenyon, James 
Lawrence,SirEDurning(Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp'l) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
Malcolm, Ian 

More, Robert Jasper 

Milton, Viscount 

Morton, A. H. A, (Deptferd) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Be‘e) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
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Pierpoint, Robert Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 


Purvis, Robert 

Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M, W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Round, James 


Sidebotham, J. 
Stanley, Lord 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) | 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. Mr. Anstruther. 


Ryder, John Herbert Dudley | Wylie, Alexander 


W. eee | 


Wyndham, George 
(Lancs) 


Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 


NOES, 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Billson, Alfred 

Brigg, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James Heath, James 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh.) 
Colville, John 

Dalziel, James Henry 





CuavsE 2. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 2, line 24, to leave out from * forth’ 
to ‘Parliament,’ in line 25, and insert * by 
Act of ?"—-(Mr. Crombie.) 


Agreed to, 
Clause 3 agreed to. 
Bill reported ; as amended, to be con- 
sidered this day. 
EVIDENCE IN — CASES BILL. 
L 


Lords’ Amendments to 
Amendments considered. 


Commons’ 


Lords’ Amendments, as far as the 
Amendment in page 2, line 24, agreed to. 
“Lords’ Amendment, page 2, line 24, at the 
end of the Commons’ Amendment, to add— 
“(2) But this Act shall not apply to pro- 
ceedings in courts-martial unless so applied— 
‘(a) As to courts-martial under the Naval 
Discipline Act, 1866, by general 
orders made in pursuance of sec- 

tion sixty-five of that Act; and 


Denny, Colonel 
Doogan, P. C. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C, Seale 


Macaleese, Daniel 

McKillop, James 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 








“(b) As to courts-martial under the Army 
Act, by rules made in pursuance of 
section seventy of that Act.” 

Motion made and Question proposed— 

“That this House doth agree with the 
Lords in the said Amendment.”—(Sir 2. 
Webster. ) 

Mr. CALDWELL: There is not a word 
about courts-martial in the section which 
the House of Commons inserted, and this 
Amendment proposed by the Lords has 
not the smallest consequential relation to 
the Commons’ proposal. I therefore sub- 
mit to you, Mr. Speaker, that the Lords’ 
Amendment is out of order. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I agree that the 
Amendment of the Lords is not conse 
quential to the Amendment of this 
House. If the Commons’ Amendment 
had come down to this House as a Lords’ 





Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Ure, Alexander 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wilson, H, J. (York, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Captain Sinclair and Mr. 

Crombie. 

Amendment, and the present Lords’ 
Amendment had thereupon been pro- 
posed in this House, it would have been 
my duty to decline to put it, on the 
ground that it did not arise out of the 
previous Amendment of the other House. 
But the Lords, having inserted an Amend- 
ment which is relevant to the Bill, though 
not consequential to the Commons’ 
Amendment, it is my duty, while inform- 
ing the House that it is not consequential, 
nevertheless, to put the Motion of the 
Solicitor General to the House, leaving 
it to agree with the Lords if they think 
that is the convenient course, or to dis- 
agree on the ground of inconsequence, or 
upon any other ground. 

Mr. CALDWELL: Then, Sir, I shall 

move to disagree with the Lords in this 
Amendment. It obviously has no rela- 
tion whatever to the section which we 
put in. I submit to the Government that 
this is really introducing new matter into 
the Bill, and I trust they will assent 
to my Amendment. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: It will not be an 
Amendment. The question is that the 
House agree with the Lords in their 
Amendment. 

Tue SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir R. 
Fixuay, Inverness Burghs): The matter 
stands in this way. As the Bill came 
down from the House of Lords it provided 
that tha Act should apply to all criminal 
procedure, notwithstanding any Statute 
to the contrary. Then this House ex- 
cepted the Evidence Act of 1877. There. 
fore, the Bill went back to the Lords with 
the assent of this House to this clause, 
provided a certain exception were intro- 
duced. Then the other House say, “ Very 
well ; we accept your Amendment on con- 
dition that we may add this further 
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Amendment.” So much for the point of; Bill to courts-martial. All the Lords’ 
order raised by the honourable Member. Amendment does is to make the Bill 
On the merits, I would just say one word. apply to the rules governing courts. 
It is extremely desirable that it should martial. 

be made quite clear that there should be 
rules providing for the application of the 

AYES. 

Finch, George H. Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Newdigate, Francis Alex. 


2 Adjournment. 


The House divided—Ayes 76; Noes 
14.—(Division List No. 281.) 


Arnold, Alfred 


Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Fisher, William Hayes Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Balcarres, Lord Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 


Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) Gartit, William 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM. H.(Brist’l) Gordon, Hon, John Edward Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col, E. 
Bethell, Commander Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Purvis, Robert 

Billson, Alfred Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. | Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Bond, Edward Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith Heath, James Robertson, H, (Hackney) 
Brassey, Albert Johnston, William (Belfast) Round, James 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John _ Kenyon, James Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Cavendish, R. F, (N. Lancs) Lawrence,SirEDurning(Corn.) | Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) Sidebotham, J. W. (Chesiire) 
Cecil, E. (Hertford, E.) Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) | Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | Thornton, Percy M. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. | Webster, Sir R. E, (I. cf W.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp'l) | Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Cochrane, Hon. T, H. A. E. Loyd, Archie Kirkman Williams, J. Powell (Birin.} 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Macartney, W. G. Eltison Wylie, Alexdnde: 

Colomb, Sir John C. R. McArthur, C. (Liverpool) | Wyndham, George 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) McKillop, James Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


Denny, Colonel Malcolm, Ian 





TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 


Doughty, George Milton, Viscount | 
Douglas. Rt. Hon, A. Akers More, Robert Jasper Sir William Walrond and 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. | Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) | Mr. Anstruther. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E, Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
NOES. 


Macaleese, Daniel Wedderburn, Sir William 

Pirie, Duncan V. | Wilson, H,. J. (York, W.R.) 
Provand, Andrew vryburgh | 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) | TELLERS ror THE Nors— 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) | Mr. Caldwell and Mr. E. 


Brigg, John 

Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh.) 
Colville, John 

Dalziel, James Henry 


Doogan, P. C. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon, C. Seale Ure, Alexander Morton. 
PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. Question put. 


As amended, considered. Agreed to. 
Motion made, and Question put— Oe OE Ee Hae. seat gee. 
“That the Bill be now read the third time.” | BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
i Matey.) | Tue FIRST LORD or rae TREA- 
Dr. CLARK asked that, as the Bill had | SURY: I think it will be- for 
been completely altered in form by the| the convenience of the House if I 


Amendment, it might be reprinted, so now state that, in the event—the pro- 
that honourable Members might follow | bable event, as I believe—of the Lords’ 
Amendment to the Vaccination Bill 


the alterations effected, apparently in 
conversations between the honourable , coming down to this House this day, I 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill and the| shall hope to take them to-night, after 
clerks at the Table, inaudible in any | Supply. 
other part of the House. “| 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to THe Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 
TREASURY (Mr. Hansvry, Preston): of the a of he 1&th day of July 
The honourable Gentleman must be last, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House 
aware that it would be impracticable at , without Question put. 
this late stage to reprint the Bill. House adjourned at 2.10. 





Sir R. Finlay. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Friday, 5th August 1898. 


Toe LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat upon the Woolsack at a Quarter past 
Four of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
HEYWOOD CORPORATION 
BILL. [(H.L.] 


Commons’ Amendment considered, and 
agreed to. 


WATER 


TODMORDEN CORPORATION WATER 


BILL. [H.L.] 
Commons’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 
BILL. 

Moved that Standing Orders Nos. 143 
and 143a be considered in order to their 
being dispensed with in respect of the 
said Bill; agreed to; Bill read a third 
time with the Amendments; further 
Amendments made; Bill passed, and 
returned to the Commons, 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


BOLTON, TURTON, AND WESTHOUGH- 
TON EXTENSION BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


VOL. LXIV. [Fourtu Szrigs.] 
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Reports, ete. 
GLASGOW CORPORATION 
ETC.) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


KNOTT END RAILWAY BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


RHYMNEY AND ABER VALLEYS GAS 
AND WATER BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


KINGSTOWN AND KINGSBRIDGE JUNC- 
TION RAILWAY (ABANDONMENT) 
BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed to, 


MERSEY RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed to,. 
with Amendments: The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10) BILL. 


Read third time (according to order), 
with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 231. Barbadoes: Annual Report 
for 1897. 


BOROUGH OF MAIDSTONE. 
Report of the Local Government Board 
on the epidemic of typhoid fever, 1897 ; 
with appendices. 
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Evidence in 
METROPOLITAN POOR LAW SCHOOLS. 


Report to the Local Government Board 
on the ventilation and warming in cer- 
tain of the metropolitan poor law schools, 
by William Napier Shaw, M.A., F.R.S. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 

Second Report of the Committee ap- 
pointed by arrangement between the 
President of the Local Government Board 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
inquire into the sufficiency of the c!erical 
staff and secretariat of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, having regard to the duties 
devolving on the Board, and into the 
existing divisions of the work, the salaries 
of the officers, and the organisation of the 
Department generally, and to recommend 


what changes should be made in the 
existing arrangements. 
WORKHOUSE DIETARIES. 


Report of the Departmental Committee 
appointed by the President of the Local 
Government Board to inquire into the 
question of workhouse dietaries. 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (GREAT BRITAIN). 
Forty-first Report, for the year 1897, 
of Her Majesty’s Inspector of Reforma- 
tory and Industrial Schools. 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 


Report of the Commissioners of Prisons 
and the Directors of Convict Prisons, for 
the year ended 3ist March, 1898. 


POLICE (METROPOLIS). 


Report of the Commissioner of Police 
of the Metropolis, for the year 1897. 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 AND 1888. 


Kighteenth Report of the Inspector of 
Retreats under the Inebriates Acts, for 
the year 1897. 


{LORDS} 








Criminal Cases Bill. 

STATISTICS. 

I. Statistical Abstract for the United 
Kingdom in each of the last 15 years, 
from 1883 to 1897: Forty-fifth Number. 

II. Statistical Abstract for the Colonial 
and other Possessions of the United King- 
dom in each of the last 15 years, from 
1883 to 1897: Thirty-fifth Number. 
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BOILER EXPLOSIONS. 

Report to the Secretary of the Board 
of Trade upon the working of the Boiler 
Explosions Acts, 1882 and 1890; with 
appendices (in continuation of Parliamen- 
tary Paper [C.—8630]). 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LAND TRANSFER ACTS, 1875 AND 1897. 

Rules relating to land registry: Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


LIBRARIES (OFFENCES) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGE 
ESTATES BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments made by the Lords to the 
Amendments made by the Commons, 
agreed to. 
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Metropolitan 


VACCINATION BILL. 


The Report of Amendments to the 
Vaccination Bill was received. 


On the order that the Bill be read a 
third time, 


Tue Earn or FEVERSHAM: My 
Lords, I regret that I do not see the 
noble Marquess at the head of the 
Government and the noble Lord (Lord 
Lister) who spoke on this subject yester. 
day in their places to-day, but I wish 
to call your Lordships’ attention to two 
statements which were made, both by the 
noble Marquess and by Lord Lister. They 
stated that if your Lordships’ House threw 
out the conscience clause the Bill would 
go back to the House of Commons, where 
the clause would be reinstated, and if, 
when the Bill is then returned to your 
Lordships, you insist on the omission of 
the clause, the Bill will be lost. That is 
to say, that we are to take the Bill, the 
whole Bill, and nothing but the Bill, or 
else the Bill will be lost. That is a 
serious matter. This House has, it is 
true, very little power as a legislative 
assembly, but we have the privilege—the 
ancient privileze—not yet dead, of revis- 
ing the deliberations and the decisions of 
the other House of Parliament. But if, 
however, we are to be told that if we 
make a single Amendment in any Bill 
which has come up from the other House 
that Bill will be lost, and that the 
country is not to have all the benefits 
of the other clauses which are not struck 
out, then I maintain that the action of 
this House is rendered nugatory. It 
seems to me that it would be useless, 
under such circumstances, to go through 
the form of entering into the details «f 
any Bill which may be sent up to your 
Lordships. Knowing the long and dis- 
tinguished career of the noble Marquess at 
the head of the Government, and the 
manner in which he has from time to 
time maintained the privileges of this 
House, I cannot believe that he would 
wish to do anything which would in the 
least degree be derogatory to the dignity 
or privileges of this House. I believe that 
in the action we took last night we had 
the support of public opinion. I really 


think that the majority of the people of 
this country are with us, and would sup- 
port us, in the elimination of that clause, 
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and I regret all the more, therefore, the 
position in which the intimation which 
was given by the noble Marquess at the 
head of the Government places this 
House. I hope that even now it is not 
too late to appeal to the Government 
whether some compromise cannot be 
arrived at between the decision of this 
House and the other House of Parlia- 
ment. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatssury): My Lords, I think my 
noble Friend has entirely misunderstood 
what the noble Marquess at the head of 
the Government said when he referred 
to the possible action of the Commons 


Commons Bill. 


on this Bill. What the noble Mar- 
quess was referring to was that if 
both Houses disagree on the same 


thing, the Bill 7pso facto is killed. The 
noble Earl suggested that the noble 
Marquess had uttered something in the 
nature of a threat, but I think the noble 
Earl has entirely misunderstood what 
passed. 


Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: My 
Lords, with the majority the Government 
have in the other House, it is useless for 
them to say that they could not pass this 
Bill without this clause. It would be 
suicidal on the part of the Government, 
after what has been said in the Press, and 
by the public on this subject, for them 
to persist in this clause. I think it is 
very unconstitutional for the Government 
to bring before this House at this late 
period of the Session a clause which was 
sprung upon their own supporters at the 
last moment in the other House. 


Question put. 


Bill read a third time, and passed. 


METROPOLITAN COMMONS BILL. 


Lorp RATHMORE: My Lords, I beg 
to move that this Bill be read a second 
time. The Bill has the approval of the 
Board of Agriculture, and of the Com- 
mons Preservation Society. It has 
yassed all its stages in the other House 
without opposition, and I hope your 
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Lordships will be willing to give it a 
Second Reading. 


Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL. 

On the Order for the consideration of 
Commons’ Amendments to Lords’ Amend- 
ments, and Commons’ reasons for dis- 
agreeing to certain of the Lords’ Amend- 
ments, 


‘THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHpourne): My Lords, I 
move that your Lordships agree with the 
Amendments made by the Commons, 


THe Earn or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I should like to ask if it is 
according to custom to take a series of 
Amendments, and agree to them en bloc. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND: My Lords, I have no intention 
of introducing any new practice. The 
first is an Amendment with reference to 
malicious injuries, and all that was done 
in the House of Commons was to strike 
out the privilege Amendment with 
reference to the charge, and to substi- 
tute for that the restriction that the Act 
shall not extend the application of the 
sections referred to of the Grand Juries 
Act, 1836, to any case except where the 
malicious act done was a crime punish- 
able on indictment under the Malicious 
Damage Act, 1861. There has also been 
a moderate Amendment made in the 
clause with reference to ancient monu- 
ments, which does not in the slightest 
degree interfere with its effect or con- 
struction, although it gives a slightly 
wider aspect to it. Then there 1s an 
Amendment which carries out what was 
intended with reference to the constitu- 
tion of guardians, and next comes an 
Amendment putting into better drafting 
form the Amendment which was moved 
by my noble Friend the Earl of Arran, 
and accepted by the Government. The 
Commons’ Amendment does not substan- 
tially alter the meaning or intention of 
the noble Earl’s Amendment. There are 
other Amendments of a more or less 
drafting character, which nearly carry 


Lord Rathmore. 
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-out what was intended, and I ask your 
Lordships to agree to those Amendments. 


Question put. 
Amendments agreed to. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND: My Lords, the Commons dis- 
agree to the following Amendments— 


“Page 16, line 16, after ‘council,’ msert: 
‘and in the case of the borough of Galway 
the Galway Town Improvement Commis-- 
sioners.’” 


“Page 16, line 27, after ‘borough,’ insert: 
‘and to the Galway Town Improvement Com-- 
missioners.’ ” 


“Page 93, line 19, after ‘Cork,’ insert. 
‘Galway’; ” 


because they create a new rating area. 
The Commons consider that.it is unne- 
cessary to offer any further reason. As. 
it is clear that the Amendments do set: 
up a new rating authority, I move that. 
your Lordships do not insist upon the 
Amendments to which the Commons 
disagree. 


Question put. 
Motion agreed to. 


METROPOLITAN COMMON POOR FUND 
BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read a third time om 
Monday next. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
FUND) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read a third time om 
Monday next. 


TRUSTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read a third time om 
Monday next. 








CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE 
BILL. 
Read third time (according to order), 
and passed. 


INDIA OFFICE (STORE DEPOT) BILL. 


Read third time (according to order), 
with the Amendment, and passed, and 
weturned to the Commons. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE iLL. 


Read second time (according to order), 
and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Monday next. 


NONCONFORMIST MARRIAGES 
qATTENDANCE OF REGISTRARS) BILL. 


Tue Kart or SELBORwE: My Lords, 
I beg to move the Second Reading of this 
Bill. The present state of the law in 
respect to Nonconformists is not satis- 
factory to them. Curiously enough, a 
special exemption from the attendance 
of the registrar exists in the case of 
Quakers and of Jews, but in the case of 
all other Nonconformist bodies it is neces- 
sary that the registrar should be present 
at the marriage service. And, as a matter 
of fact, though I do not press this as a 
very substantial grievance, the registrar 
is not always available at the moment 
when convenient to the parties who wish 
to be married. The registrar of marriages 
has to hear the declaration of the parties, 
make out a certificate, and give what are 
called “the marriage lines.” For 10 
years or more this has been felt’ to be 
@ serious grievance on the part of the 
Nonconformists, and many Bills have 
been introduced into the House of Com- 
mons dealing with this subject. Every 
one of those Bills has met with an 
‘untimely fate, for one reason or another, 
chiefly because they really did not meet 
all the difficulties and exigencies of the 
‘ease. The ruling principle of all those 
Bills was that the Registrar-General 
should sanction certain ministers of 
vhapels to act as registrars, but Noncon- 
, formist bodies generally objected to be 
put under the Registrar-General for this 
purpose. Finally, a Committee was 
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appointed in 1893, and on their Report 
this Bill, as it comes to your Lordships’ 
House, has been framed. I may say that 
the essential points to be borne in mind 
in dealing with this question are the 
legitimacy of the children, the validity 
of the marriage, the certainty of accurate 
registration, and easy identification of 
the parties present at a marriage as the 
attesting witnesses. The present Bill, in 
the form it was introduced into the 
House of Commons, did not fulfil these 
necessary conditions. It was introduced 
as a private Measure, and allowed what 
I may call miscellaneous officiation, and 
did not adequately safeguard registration. 
The Bill was taken up by the Govern- 
ment in the House of Commons and com- 
pletely re-modelled. If it were not for 
that fact the Nonconformists of this coun- 
try would still have had to wait a long 
time before they could get this, to them, 
real grievance removed. This Bill, which 
I am asking your Lordships to read a 
second time, is confined to buildings that 
are under the existing law licensed for 
the purpose of marriages. It provides 
that the trustees or governing bodies of 
any Nonconformist church or chapel, or, 
in the case of the Roman Catholic body, 
the bishop or vicar-general in whose dio- 
cese or district the chapel is situated, 
must authorise one or more persons in 
connection with such church or chapel to 
be responsible in the matter of these mar- 
riages. Such person must always be 
present on the occasion of a marriage ; 
hé must make the necessary entries ; 
he must keep the proper register in dupli- 
cate, and every three months he must 
send one copy of that register to the 
Registar-General just as the rectors and 
vicars of the Church of England have todo 
in the case of church registers. All this is 
provided for in the Bill, and I thiux I 
may claim on behalf of the Government 
that they have provided asolution which, 
while safeguarding the extremely impor- 
tant matters I have referred to, will yet 
be the means of removing a real griev- 
ance which has long been felt by the 
Nonconformists. The vested interests of 
the present registrars as tothe fees they 
receive now, for the work they do, have 
heen provided for by acknowledging their 
vested interests on a reduced scale for 10 
years, after which time there will be no 
fees paid to the registrars in respect of 
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marriages at which they are not present. 
If any persons who propose to be married 
in a Nonconformist church or chapel pre- 
fer to be married, under the existing law, 
in the presence of the registrar, they are 
entitled to do so. In asking the House 
to give this Bill a Second Reading I think 
you will allow me to say, on your behalf, 
that although the great majority of your 
Lordships belong to the Church of Eng- 
land, and are not Nonconformists, yet 
we are all equally glad to be able to co- 
operate with our Nonconformist fellow- 
countrymen in removing what has been 
to them a substantial grievance, and ot 
subject them any longer to these civil 
ceremonies in the marriage service, which 
have been distasteful to them. This 
Bill has been re-modelled by the Govern- 
ment in the most sympathetic spirit to- 
wards the Nonconformists, and is, I 
believe, cordially accepted by them. I 
beg to move that the Bill be read a 
second time. 


*Tue Bishop or WINCIIESTER: My 
Lords, as one of those who may repre- 
sent, perhaps, the persons whose virtual 
monopoly is somewhat interfered with, 
by the extension of similar privileges to 
others, I should like to be allowed to say 
how cordially I welcome this Bill as based 
upon principles alike of perfect fairness, 
of ordinary common-sense, and of public 
policy. There is one clause which at pre- 
sent I do not clearly understand, and 
there.is another which I have failed, after 
many attempts, to construe ; but they are 
not points of principle, and I have no 
doubt they can be explained or amended 
in Committee. The Bill is a right and 
just one, and I am exceedingly thankful 
that it is now about to be added to the 
Statute Book. 


Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
(SUPERANNUATION) BILL. 

Read first time; to be printed; and 
to be read a second time on Monday 
next: (The Lord Privy Seal [V. Cross}) ; 
and Standing Orders Nos. XXXIX. and 
XLV. to be considered in order to their 
being dispensed with. (No. 205.) 

Earl of Selborne. 


{COMMONS} 
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PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


Read first time ; to be printed ; and to 
be read a second time on Monday next: 
(The Marquess of Salisbury). (No. 206.) 


House adjourned at 5. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 5th August 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—_——_- 


LANCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, AND 
EAST COAST RAILWAY BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered and 
agreed to. 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered and 
agreed to. 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 

Lords’ Amendments considered ; 
Amendments made; Amendments, as 
amended, agreed to. 


MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNCIL BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


KINGSTOWN AND KINGSBRIDGE 
JUNCTION RAILWAY (ABANDONMENT) 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 
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MERSEY RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.]. 


Ordered, that, in the case of the 
Mersey Railway Bi'l [Lords], Standing 
Orders 84, 214, 215, and 239 be sus- 
pended, and that the Bill be now taken 
into consideration provided amended 
prints shall have ‘been previously 
deposited—_/ Dr. Farquharson.) 


Bill, 
sidered. 


Returns, 


as amended, accordingly con- 

Ordered, that Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time—/(Dr. 
Farquharson.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, with Amendments. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table; Bill to be read the third 
time upon Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. [H.L.] 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table; Bill to be read the third 
time upon Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL. [H.L.] 


Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table; Bill to be read the third 
time upon Monday next. 


PETITION. 
METROPOLIS MANAGEMENT ACTS 
AMENDMENT (BY-LAWS) BILL. 


From St. Giles, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


~~ — 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (UNITED 
KINGDOM). 
Copy presented, of Statistical Abstract 
for the United Kingdom in each of the 
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last 15 years from 1883 to 1897, Forty- 
fifth Number [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Reports, ete. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (COLONIES). 

Copy presented, of Statistical Abstracc 
for the Colonial and other Possessions of 
the United Kingdom in each of the last 
15 years from 1883 to 1897, Thirty-fifth 
Number [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


BOILER EXPLOSIONS ACTS, 1882 AND 
1890. 

Copy presented of Report to the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade upon tha 
working of the Boiler Explosions Acts, 
1882 and 1890, with Appendices (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, C. 
8630) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


POLICE (METROPOLIS). 

Copy presented of Report of the 
Commissioners of Police for the Metro- 
polis for 1897 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (GREAT BRITAIN). 
Copy presented, of Forty-first Report 
of the Inspector for 1897 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 AND 1888. 


Copy presented, of Eighteenth Report 
of the Inspector of Retreats, for the year 
1897 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 


Copy presented of Report of the 
Commissioners of Prisons and the Direc- 
tors of Convict Prisons for the year 
ended 31st March, 1898 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 











Copy presented, of Second Report of 
the Committee appointed by arrange 
ment between the President of the Local 
Government Board and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to inquire into the 
Staff and Organisation of the Local 
Government Board [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TYPHOID FEVER EPIDEMIC (MAID- 
STONE) (REPORT). 

Copy presented of Report to the 
Local Government on the Epidemic of 
Typhoid Fever in the Borough of Maid- 
stone, 1897, with Appendices [by Com- 
mandj; to lie upon the Table. 


METROPOLITAN POOR LAW SCHOOLS 

(VENTILATION AND WARMING). 

Copy presented of Report to the 
Local Government Board on the Ventila- 
tion and Warming in certain of the 
Metropolitan Pocr Law Schools by 
William Napier Shaw, of Emmanuel Col- 
lege, Cambridge, M.A., F.R.S., Lecturer 
on Experimental Physics in the Univer- 
sity of Cambridge [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


WORKHOUSE DIETARIES (DEPART- 
MENTAL COMMITTEE). 

Copy presented of Report of the 
Departmental Committee appointed by 
the President of the Local Government 
Board to inquire into the question of 
Workhouse Dietaries [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ARMY. 

Copy presented, of General Annual 
Return of the British Army for the year 
1897, with Abstracts, etc. [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the ‘Table. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD INQUIRY 
(COMMITTEE). 
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ARMY (MILITARY PRISONS). 


Copy presented, of Report of the 
Discipline and Management of Military 
Prisons, 1897 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PERSONS RECEIVING PAYMENTS OF 
PUBLIC MONEY FROM MORE THAN 
ONE SOURCE. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
ordered 21st February; [Mr. Gibson 
Jowles]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 361.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute 
dated 29th July, 1898, declaring that 
John William Squiers, Postman, Wood- 
ford Green Post Office Department, was 
appointed without a Civil Service Certi- 
ficate through inadvertence on the part of 
the Head of his Department [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Seventh Report of 
the Board, being for the period from Ist 
April, 1897, to 3lst March, 1898 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Tables showing the 
extent in statute acres, the produce of 
crops for the year 1898, ete. [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of General Abstracts 
showing the acreage under crops, also the 
number and description of live stock in 
cach County and Province for 1897-8 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Report and Tables 
relating to Migratory Agricultural 
Labourers (Ireland), 1898 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
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TELEPHONES. 


Ordered, that the Select Committee on 
Telephones have leave to sit To-morrow 
notwithstanding the Adjournment of the 
House.—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


NAVY (PRIZE FIRING). 

Return ordered, “showing, for the 
year 1896-7, the classification of com- 
peting Guns ; the amount of money paid 
to Guns’ Crews in each class; the per- 
centage proportion of the total amount 
paid in each class to Petty Officers and 
Seamen Royal Navy, to Non-commis- 
sioned Officers and Gunners Royal 
Marine Artillery, to Non-commissioned 
Officers and Privates Royal Marine Light 
Infantry, respectively ; and the approx'- 
mate number of Men in the Fleat from 
which the Guns’ Crew were drawn :-- 
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——— 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2; 
BILL. [H.L.] 

Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table; Bill to be read the third 

time upon Monday next. 


LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT 

(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

As Amended, considered ; 
third time, and passed. 


read the 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 


CIRCUIT CLERKS OF JUSTICIARY 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


PRISONS BILL. 
without Amendment. 


INDIA OFFICE (STORE DEFOT) BILU. 
with an Amendment. 


VACCINATION BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10) BILL. 


WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 
BILL. 


with Amendments. 


Consequential Amendments to— 
BENEFICES (No. 2) BILL. 
without Amendment. 


Amendment to— 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL. [H.i.] 


CHELSEA ELECTRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
[H.L.] 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 


METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
BILL. (H.L.] | 





263 Working Class Dwellings 


SEAHAM HARBOUR BILL. [H.L.] 


WATH-UPON-DEARNE URBAN DIS- 
TRICT COUNCIL BILL. [H.L.] 


WINDSOR AND ASCOT RAILWAY BILL. 
H.L.] 


without Amendment. 


QUESTIONS. 


COMMERCIAL SIGNALLING FROM 
LIGHTHOUSES. 


Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he can make any statement as to 
the progress of the negotiations with 
regard to commercial signalling from 
lighthouses? 


THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby, for Mr. Ritchie): No, 
Sir; my right honourable Friend is not 
able to make any further statement with 
respect to commercial signalling from 
lighthouses. The matter is, however, 
under consideration. 


DEPTFORD VICTUALLING YARD. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Admiralty whether men are 
entered as labourers at Deptford Victual- 
ling Yard between the age of 20 and 45 
years ; whether all workmen are required 
to pass a strict medical examination 
before being employed at Deptford Vic- 
tualling Yard; and whether the Admi- 
ralty have any reason to believe that the 
Fleet surgeon at Deptford has been pass- 
ing men into the service who were physi- 
cally or mentally unsound? 


Tae CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. J. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): The reply to the 


{ COMMONS } 


ROCHDALE CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 
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first paragraph is in the affirmacive. All 
men are medically examined on entry, 
but the stringency of the examination 
varies with the posizion for which the 
men are applying. There is no founda- 
tion whatever for the suggestion in the 
last paragraph. 


at Ilfracombe. 


TRILLICK AND KILSKEERY MAILS. 


Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): On 
behalf of the honourable Member for Mid 
Tyrone I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that much 
dissatisfaction exists amongst the in- 
habitants of Trillick and Kilskeery, 
county Tyrone, because of the refusal of 
the postal authorities to afford a second 
delivery and despatch of letters in these 
places ; and that letters for Trillick and 
Kilskeery lie in the Ballinamallard post 
office from the noon of one day till the 
morning of the following day, thereby 
causing great inconvenience in many 
cases and acting as a hindrance to the 
growth and improvement of these locali- 
ties; and as adjoining towns enjoy the 
advantage of a second delivery and des- 
patch of letters, will he reconsider the 
matter with a view to placing Trilick and 
Kilskeery on an equal footing as regards 
postal facilities with Tempo, Ballinamal- 
lard, and neighbouring towns? 


Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY To tHe 
TREASURY (Mr. Hansvry, Preston): 
A memorial for the establishment of a 
second delivery and despatch of letters 
at Trillick and Kilskeery was recently 
received, but inquiry shows that the 
desired facilities could not be provided 
except at a cost much in excess of the 
revenue available for the purpose, and 
the Postmaster General regrets that in 
the circumstances he is unable to meet 
the wishes of the inhabitants. 


WORKING CLASS DWELLINGS AT 
ILFRACOMBE. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): On 
behalf of the honourable Member for MiJ 
Cork I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if any steps 
will be taken to provide suitable dweil- 
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ings for the working classes at Compass 
Hill and Paradise Court, Ilfracombe ; 
whether the water supply for the village 
of Hele is and has been complained of as 
being very defective; and what steps 
will be taken to remedy the alleged 
menace to public health? 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
Russe.i, Tyrone, 8.): I am informed by 
the district council that negotiations are 
proceeding to enable them to acquire 
property on Compass Hill with a view to 
widening and improving the roadway, 
and that a portion of the frontage has 
been secured for the purpose. They 
state that there is no demand for working 
class dwellings at Compass Hill, and that 
Paradise Court no longer exists. With 
regard to the water supply at Hele, the 
medical officer of health, on the 4th of 
this month, reported that, notwithstand- 
ing the long drought, there is a plentiful 
supply of water for domestic use within 
reasonable distance of all the cottag>s 
at Hele. 


HUNTINGDON SANITATION. 

Captain DONELAN: On behalf of the 
honourable Member for Mid Cork I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if any attention is intended 
to be paid to Dr. Wheaton’s rem ia- 
strances on the sanitary condition of 
Huntingdon whether he is 
aware that many houses are supplied wit) 
water from shallow wells almost neces- 
sarily dangerously polluted; that the 
dwellings of the poor are unsatisfactory 
as a rule, being damp, dilapidated, with 
thatched roofs, without eave spouting, 
and with filthy surroundings, sewerage, 
and drainage being equally defective ; 
and if anything will be done to remedy 
the alleged condition of affairs? 


borough ; 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I am informed 
by the town council that most of the 
recommendations of Dr. Wheaton have 
been carried out, wholly or in part, whilst 
others are at the present time under 
the consideration of the council, espe- 
cially a scheme for the disposal of the 
sewage of the borough. It is stated that 
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as regards the cottages with thatched 
roofs the total number now does not 
exceed 25, and in no instance are they 
capable of being condemned as unfit for 
human habitation, nor are they in an 
insanitary condition. The medical officer 
of health reports that very few wells 
pow remain in the town, and that the 
water supply of the borough is obtained 
from the gravel of the Ouse Valley. 


of Knaresborough. 


SANITARY CONDITION OF KNARES- 
BOROUGH. 

Captain DONELAN: On behalf of the 
honourable Member for Mid Cork I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if his attention has been 
directed to the sanitary condition of 
Knaresborough; is he aware that the 
condition of the dwellings of the poor 
are given as extremely bad, houses old, 
dilapidated, damp, and frequently filthy ; 
that the sewerage and drainage is very 
unsatisfactory ; that scavenging is badly 
performed, and accumulation of filth in 
over-full middens is a marked feature in 
the district ; and whether attention will 
be given to Dr. Wheaton’s advice? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I am informed 
by the district council that, whilst there 
were grounds for complaint when Dr. 
Wheaton visited the district, most of 
these have since been removed. As 
regards the dwellings of the poor, it is 
stated that the old houses are being 
gradually pulled down and modern ones 
erected in their stead, and that, whilst 
there may be isolated cases where the 
houses are dilapidated and damp, wher- 
ever this is known to be so, pressure is 
brought to bear on the owners to have 
the matter remedied. Since Dr. 
Wheaton’s visit the sum of £9,000 has 
been expended in sewerage and sewage 
disposal, and the town is now thoroughly 
well sewered. The scavenging is now 
undertaken by a contractor under con- 
tract with the council, and the work is 
well performed and, further, there are 
now no accumulations of filth in over-full 
middens. 
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Elry Walk 


FEMALE TELEGRAPHISTS AT 
BELFAS!. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, is he aware that of eight female 
telegraph learners at Belfast who filled 
nomination papers in July, 1897, for 
‘appointments as telegraphists in that 
office and passed the Civil Service exa- 
mination, only four were treated as ap- 
pointed from that date, the remaining 
four not being so treated till May of the 
present year; is he aware that in the 
latter portion of April last one of these 
females was informed that the date of 
her appointment could not be stated, as 
the Civil Service Commissioners had still 
‘to decide it, although in common with 
the others she held the Civil Service 
certificate dated September, 1897; will 
the state the reason for this difference of 
treatment which deprived these four 
females of permanent employment and 
full pay for eight months and also of 
holidays for the present year; and will 
he cause their appointment to date from 
September, 1897, with the grant of full 
pay from that date and the usual leave 
fer the present year? 


Mr. HANBURY: The eight learners 
at Belfast to whom the honourable Mem- 
ber refers were all examined in July of 
dast year, not with a view to immediate 
appointment, but in order to clear the 
way for the system of open competition. 
Their dates of appointment depended on 
the subsequent occurrence of vacancies, 
and the appointments seem all to have 
been made in proper course as the vacan- 
cies occurred. In these circumstances, 
there is no reason for dating back the 
appointments to September last. The 
Postmaster General is not aware of th: 
information said to have been given to 
one of the learners in April last. 


FATALITY TO A SHUNTER AT 
DROGHEDA. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware ‘that a shunter at the Dro- 
gheda station of the Irish Great Northern 
Railway met with an accident on Satur 
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day last through falling from a buffer 
which he had been riding astride while 
engaged in his occupation; how long is 
it since a shunter was similarly killed 
at Dundalk on the same line; and is it 
in accordance with the regulations of the 
Board of Works to permit this dangerous 
practice ; and, if not, will any action be 
taken against the manager of the Great 
Northern Railway? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Ritchie): Yes, 
Sir ; the attention of the Board of Trads 
has been called to this case. The De- 
partment is not aware of a similar acci- 
dent at Dundalk. The unfortunate man 
met his death from putting himself in 
a dangerous position contrary to the 
rules of the company. The Board of 
Trade have no regulations on the sub- 
ject, but in cases in which inquiries are 
held the practice which men have of 
riding on buffers is always condemned. 


ORANGE DEMONSTRATION A7 
CALEDON. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether it 
was with the sanction of the Department 
that the postmaster at Caledon, county 
Tyrone, had an Orange arch spanning the 
street from the post office on 12th July, 
and, if not, what notice will the Depar> 
ment take of the incident? 


Mr. HANBURY: On the 12th of July 
last two Orange arches were erected in 
the main street of Caledon, county 
Tyrone, and it appears that one of these 
was attached to the end of the house in 
which the post office is situated. The 
arch was put up without the permissio. 
of the sub-postmaster. Without further 
inquiry, which there has been no time to 
make, it is not known how far the sub- 
postmaster could have prevented its erec- 
tion, 


ELVY WALK LETTER CARRIER. 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
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will he explain why Thomas Knox, of 
Aughnacloy, who was appointed a rural 
letter carrier for the Elvy Walk on the 
9th of May was dismissed on the 25th 
of July without any assigned cause, and 
another man appointed in his place; and 
if Knox has been given any other 
appointment ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Under the existing 
rule Thomas Knox had no claim to con- 
tinued employment, as he had not served 
either as telegraph messenger or in the 
Army or Navy. The man by whom he 
was replaced had had service as tele- 
graph messenger, but it was not known 
to the Postmaster General that his em- 
ployment would displace Knox. Knox 
appears to have given satisfaction, and 
endeavour will be made to find another 
auxiliary duty for him. 


ROYAL COLLEGE OF ART. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
when the vacant Principalship of the 
Royal College of Art will be filled up; 
and whether the salary formerly attach- 
ing to this office will be maintained! 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
The Committee of Council hope to be 
able to announce the appointment in a 
few days. There is no intention at 
present of making any alteration in the 
salary. 


POMEROY POSTMASTERSHIP. 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postiaaster General, whether 
Mr. Grimes, recently appointed post- 
master of Pomeroy, was recommended 
by the Rev. Father M‘Cartan in a per- 
sonal interview with the Postmaster 
General, and on what grounds; whether 
recently in three post offices in county 
Tyrone vacancies were filled up by the 
appointment of three Roman Catholics 
in succession to three Protestants ; and if 


he will give a Return specifying ihe | 
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number of such cases that have occurred 
in Ulster since the present Governme2. 
came into office? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General has no recollection that Mr.. 
Grimes was recommended to him by the 
Rev. Father M‘Cartan. Indeed, he does 
not know who the Father M‘Cartan is: 
to whom the honourable Member refers. 
He is not aware of the religion of the 
officers who recently held, or who have 
recently been appointed to postmaster- 
ships in Tyrone; and as he considers i+ 
undesirable to make inquiries into the 
religious opinions of his staff he cannot 
consent to give the Return which the: 
honourable Member asks for. 


Mr. W. JOHNSTON: May I add that 


I quite agree with the Postmaster 
General. 


SCOTTISH NEWSPAPERS AND GOVERN- 
MENT CONTRACTS. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg ‘> 
ask the Lord Advocate whether he would 
approach the Government with a view 
of insuring that all Government con-- 
tracts should be put out for tender im 


Scotland by ‘being advertised in the 
Scottish newspapers ? 


Mr. HANBURY: For several years: 
past the heads of the chief Government: 
Departments have been left practically 
free to select the newspapers in which. 
their advertisements for contracts should 
appear, it being considered that they are 
best qualified to judge the proper means: 
of securing publicity for their require 
ments, 


SCIENCE AND ART DEPARTMENT 
OCCASIONAL EXAMINERS. 


Lorp BALCARRES: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he: 
has received an application from the 
Science and Art Department for @ 
gratuity to the eight occasional examiners 
for Art whose services were dispensed 
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Rushden 


with owing to departmental changes ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that 
these officials have served from seven to 
40 years without prospect of pensions, he 
will consider their application with sym- 
pathy? 


Mr. HANBURY: I have examined the 


records of service of these officers. The 
Superannuation Act which governs their 
case does not allow the award of a 


gratuity to any person who has not served 
for at least seven years in an employ- 
ment to which he was required to devote 
his whole time. I regret to say that 
none of these officers’ service fulfils this 
condition, and there is therefore no power 
to award them any gratuity on the ter- 
mination of their employment. 


SHOP CLUBS. 

Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
the Government will be able before the 
end of the Session to give the names of 
the members of the Departmental Com- 
mittee on the grievances of the friendly 
societies in regard to shop clubs! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Wurre 
Riper, Lancashire, Blackpool): I have 
not yet settled what the constitution of 
the Committee is to be, and I am afraid 
that I shall not be able to give the right 
honourable Baronet the information he 
desires before the end of the Session. 


CLOGHER VALLEY MAILS. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, is he aware 
that great irregularity exists in regard 
to the delivery of mails in that part of 
county Tyrone traversed by the Clogher 
Valley Tramway; is he aware that the 
tramway manager insists upon his trains 
being despatched each morning without 
the mails, unless these be up to the 
minute at Tyaan, the result being that 
letters which should be delivered be- 


Lord Balcarres. 
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tween 9 and 10 o'clock am, are left 
undelivered till between 4 o’clock and 
5 o'clock in the afternoon, leaving no 
time for reply by return ; does the tram- 
way company receive any subsidy for 
carrying the mails; and, if so, how 
much; and will the Postmaster General 
withdraw this subsidy, and resort to the 
conveyance of the mails by post car, 
thus enabling the public to escape from 
the inconvenience created by the tramway 
manager ! 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General regrets to find that owing to 
the late arrival at Tynan of the day 
mail train from Portadown failures of 
junction occur with the 9.40 a.m. train 
on the Clogher Valley Railway. It is the 
fact that the 9.40 a.m. train is started 
punctually from Tynan, and when it has 
to leave without the mails brought by 
the Great Northern train letters for 
places on the Clogher Valley are delayed 
some hours in delivery. The Clogher 
Valley Railway Company receive a sub- 
sidy of £130 a year for conveying the 
day mails, but this payment gives the 
Department no power to call upon the 
company to detain the train, which has 
to reach Maguiresbridge punctually, in 
order to connect with a train for Ennis- 
killen. The Postmaster General will 
consider the suggestion of the honour- 
able Member for the conveyance of these 
mails by car; but he fears that, what- 
ever advantages a car might have on 
the days on which the Great Northern 
train was late, it would give a later 
service throughout the valley on the 
more numerous days when the train was 
punctual. 


RUSHDEN POSTAL STAFF. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether the attention of the 
Department has been drawn to the fac: 
that the postal staff at Rushden, 
Northants, have not received the full rise 
of 1s. 6d. guaranteed to them in pur- 
suance of the recommendations of the 
Tweedmouth Commission, but have, 
owing to the change of date of year from 











273 


23rd February to Ist April, been assigned 
6d. a week less than the increased wage 
thus guaranteed ; whether the maximum 
pay at Rushden is 22s. per week, while 
at Wellingborough the maximum pay for 
the same class is 24s. per week, although 
the rent of houses and cost of living 
are equally high at Rushden ; whether, in 
the case of the auxiliary postmen employed 
for Sunday duty, the increase of pay 
assigned to them for this Sunday duty is 
being deducted from their ordinary pay 
for their week-day work; and whether 
steps will be taken by the Postmaster 
General to remove these grounds for 
complaint ! 


Appointment of’ 


Mr. HANBURY: The wages of the 
two postmen at Rushden sub-office appear 
to have been adjusted on the 1st April, 
1897, like those of other postmen, to 
give them the benefit to which they 
were entitled under the Tweedmouth 
Committee scheme, and on the Ist April, 
1898, they received the full increment 
of ls. 6d. a week each. It is true that 
the maximum of their scale is 2s. less 
than that assigned to the postmen at 
Wellingborough, the head office of Rush- 
den, and this is also in accordance with 
the usual practice. As regards the 
auxiliaries, it was found in carrying out 
the revision that ‘three of them were 
being paid somewhat in excess of the 
proper scale, and no further sum became 
due to them in respect of their Sunday 
duty, because the wages already included 
Sunday pay calculated at the higher rate. 


Mr. CHANNING: With regard to 
paragraph two of the Question, is not 
the scale of pay determined by the rent 
of houses and cost of living? 


Mr. HANBURY: No, it is dependent 
really on the population of a place. But 
rents and wages are supposed to be on 
the same scale. 


Mr. CHANNING: As the information 
given me and referred to in the first 
paragraph is not consistent with the 
reply, if I send the papers, will they be 
considered by the Postmaster General? 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes, certainly. 
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NEW CANADIAN TARIFF. 

Mr. C. McARTHUR (Liverpool, Ex- 
change): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether, under the 
new Canadian preferential tariff, refined 
sugar, manufactured wholly from raw 
sugar produced in the British Colonies, 
may be imported into Canada at a reduc- 
tion of one-fourth from the duty charged 
on other refined sugars; whether he is 
aware that the Canadian refiners are 
endeavouring to neutralise this conces- 
sion by a boycotting arrangement, under 
which they bind the wholesale grocers 
in Canada not to handle any imported 
refined sugar under pain of forfeiture of 
a rebate; and whether he will draw the 
attention of the Dominion Government 
to this endeavour to frustrate the opera- 
tion of the new tariff as regards sugar? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CuamBernary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): The new Canadian tariff 
allows a reduction of 25 per cent. in the 
duty on refined sugar on production of 
satisfactory evidence that it has been 
manufactured wholly from raw sugar pro- 
duced in the Britsh Colonies or posses- 
sions. I am not aware of any attempt 
to neutralise this concession such as the 
honourable Member refers to, but I will 
make inquiry. 


APPOINTMENT OF POOR LAW 
OFFICERS, 

Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, S.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he is prepared to 
assent to the request of the Yeovil 
Board of Guardians that boards of guar- 
dians should have power to agree with 
any officer on his appointment that his 
appointment should be determinable by 
notice given on either side; and, if not, 
what are the grounds upon which he is 
not prepared to alter the Orders of the 
Local Government Board which govern 
the appointment of poor law officers? 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Cuapuiy, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): Parliament has 
conferred upon the Local Government 
Board the power and duty of regulating 
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Payment of 


the appointment and dismissal of officers 
of boards of guardians, because it was 
held to be in the interest of the adminis- 
tration of the poor law that the chief 
officers of the guardians should not be 
subject to removal without the assent of 
the Local Government Board upon ade- 
quate cause being shown. I am aware 
of no reason for setting aside the inten- 
tions of Parliament in the matter by 
agreeing to the memorial of the Yeovil 
guardians, and I cannot hold out any 
expectation that this will be done. 


SWINE FEVER IN SOMERSET. 

Mr. STRACHEY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether he has refused to grant the 
request of the executive committee of 
Somerset County Council under the 
Diseases (Animals) Acts to modify the 
Swine Fever (Movement) Order, 1898 ; 
whether ‘he is aware that this Order, as 
far as it restricts the movement of swine 
fit for slaughter, is causing considerable 
loss and inconvenience to the farmers of 
Somerset ; and whether he will substitute 
instead the provisions formerly imposed 
by the Swine Fever (Infected Areas) 
Order, 1894, as regards the movement of 
swine fit for slaughter? 


Tae PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: It is true that I have 
found myself unable to meet the wishes 
of the executive committee in thi: 
matter, and that the restrictions we have 
unfortunately found it requisite to impose 
necessarily entail upon pig owners loss 
and inconvenience which I greatly regret. 
But I could not possibly adopt the sug- 
gestion made by the honourable Mem- 
ber, experience having shown it to be 
quite ineffective for the object we have 
in view. 


UNAPPROPRIATED GRANTS FOR 
COUNTY KERRY. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: On behalf 
of the honourable Member for the St. 
Patrick’s Division of Dublin I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether a residue of 


President of Local Government Board. 
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unappropriated grants to the extent of 
£15,000 is available for county Kerry ; 
whether he is prepared to advise a grant 
of that amount for the purpose of estab- 
lishing a technical fishing school at Cahir- 
civeen; and whether this project has 
been frequently discussed, and Govern- 
ment support asked for? 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxinson, Londonderry, N.): 
If the honourable Member will give me 
a clue as to the source from which the 
sum stated in the first paragraph to be 
standing to the credit of Kerry is 
derived, I will make inquiry into the 
matter. Perhaps he will, at the same 
time, refer me to his authority for the 
statement respecting the proposed estab- 
lishment of a technical fishing school at 
Cahirciveen, as I have been unable to 
trace any correspondence on the subject. 


PAYMENT OF INCOME TAX 
COLLECTORS. 

Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield): I 
beg to ask the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer if he is aware that in some districts 
the collectors of land tax collect some- 
thing more than the quota required from 
the parish in order to pay themselves 
for the work of collecting, as the pay 
given by the Treasury is considered in- 
adequate ; and whether this practice has 
been sanctioned? 

THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): Under section 114 of the Taxes 
Management Act, 1880, as amended by 
the Revenue Act, 1889, where the sum 
raised by a land tax assessment in any 
parish is, as must necessarily often be 
the case, in excess of the quota, the local 
commissioners may award to the assessor 
such part of it as they certify to be # 
reasonable remuneration, subject to the 
approval of the Board of Inland Revenue 
The balance, if any, is applied in re- 
deeming the quota of the parish. The 
law does not allow a collector, as such, to 
retain any part of the surplus, In some 
cases—and it is possibly these which the 
honourable Member has in mind—one 
man combines the offices of collector and 
assessor, and, in these circumstances, he 
might, as assessor, be awarded a portion 
of the surplus. 
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RABIES IN THE MIDLANDS. 

Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture if 
he is aware that no case of rabies has 
occurred in the rural district of Lichfield 
since January, 1896; and if he will 
shertly withdraw the Muzzling Order 
from this district as he has done from 
the other districts that are as far from 
Birmingham, where the only case of 
rabies in the neighbourhood has recently 
been reported! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: It is true, I believe, 
that no case of rabies has occurred in the 
rural district of Lichfield since the date 
named, but there have been two serious 
eases in Birmingham during the past six 
months, and in view of the local con- 
ditions I am satisfied that I could not as 
‘yet sanction the proposed relaxation of 
the Muzzling Order without danger to 
the success of the operations on which 
we are engaged. 

Mr. WARNER: Is the right honour- 
able Gentleman aware that there are 
places nearer Birmingham exempt from 
the Order? 

Tuz PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I am not aware, but it 
does not follow that because places north 
of Birmingham are exempt, others south 
can be exempted with safety. 


SOUTH OF IRELAND MAILS. 

Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether 
under the new arrangement the mails 
for the south of Ireland will be forwarded 
from Dublin by the train leaving Kings- 
bridge at 6.20 p.m.? 


Mr. HANBURY: Mails for Cork and 
other important -owns on the Great 
Southern and Western Railway have been 
forwarded by the 6.20 p.m. train from 
Kingsbridge since the Ist of July, wheu 
the train commenced running at that 
hour. 


Captain DONELAN: Do I understand 
that the mails are now carried by this 
train ? 

Mr. HANBURY: Yes, Sir. 
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CLYDE MUSSEL BEDS. 
CoLoNEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 


Burghs): I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether he intends to apply for interdict, 
or otherwise to prevent the fishermen of 
Port Glasgow from gathering mussels on 
the beds in the Clyde? 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granam 
Murray, Buteshire): The answer to my 
honourable Friend’s Question is in the 
negative. 


P. AND O. STEAMER CARTHAGE. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he can state 
whether the Peninsular and Oriental 
Company’s steamship Carthage is a 
British vessel registered in a port in the 
United Kingdom ; whether such steamer 
is subject to the provisions of the Im- 
perial Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, with 
regard to accommodation for seamen as 
provided for under part II., section 210, 
of the Merchant Shipping Act; and 
whether part II., section 210, applies also 
to vessels registered elsewhere than in 
the United Kingdom as provided in sec- 
tion 261? 


Tuz PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Rircmie): Yes, 
Sir; the P. and O. steamer Carthage 
is a British vessel, registered at a port 
in the United Kingdom. The Board of 
Trade are advised that such steamer is 
generally subject to the provisions of the 
Imperial Merchant Shipping Act respect- 
ing accommodation for seamen, except 
with regard to natives of India shipped 
under Indian articles. But the point is 
not free from doubt, and is receiving con- 
sideration. The answer to the conclud- 
ing paragraph of the Question is in the 
affirmative, subject to the exceptions pro- 
vided iby the section. 

Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest 
of Dean): Can the right honourable 
Gentleman say if the President of the 
Board of Trade will be here next week? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I am afraid not. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I shall 
put another Question on this subject. 
L 
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MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 18%. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he will take immediate steps to 
ensure the observance of section 210 of 
the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, upon 
all British registered vessels carrying 
Lascar or Asiatic crews ; and whether, in 
the event of shipowners violating such 
section of such Act, he will cause proceed- 
ings to be instituted for the recovery 
of the fine provided for by the same sec- 
tion? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Rircum): I 
understand that in every case of a vio- 
lation of section 210 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act the Board of Trade disallow 
the deduction from tonnage. If that 
action does not produce the desired effect, 
they do not hesitate to also prosecute in 
case of necessity. But with regard to 
Lascar or Asiatic crews shipped under 
Indian articles I have already explained 
the position in reply to the honourable 
Member’s previous Question. 


CARLOW POST OFFICE. 


Mr, PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
his attention has ‘been drawn to the pro- 
ceedings of the Carlow town commis- 
sioners with reference to the unsanitary 
condition of the Carlow post office, point- 
ing out the undesirability of expending 
any more public money upon these un- 
suitable premises, and deciding to memo- 
rialise the Postmaster General to 
provide a new post office on a healthy 
site suitable to the requirements of the 
town; and whether, in view of the 
opinions thus expressed by the town com- 
missioners, he will consider the desira- 
bility of providing a new post office for 
Carlow? 


Mr. HANBURY: No report has 


reached the Postmaster General of the 
proceedings of the Carlow town com- 
missioners in regard to the unsanitary 
condition of the Carlow post office. 
Should such a report be received, it will 
be duly considered. 


{COMMONS} 
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IRISH COUNTY COUNCIL MEETING 
PLACES. 


Mr. SHEE (Waterford, W.)}: I beg 
to ask the Attorney General for Ireland 
whether it will be within the discretion 
of a county council to decide in what 
town in the county it will hold its meet- 
ings; if not, what authority has the 
right to decide the question; whether 
there is any reason why a county council 
should hold its meetings in the assize 
town for the county if the council is of 
opinion that some other town in the 
county is more central and more con- 
venient of access; and whether, under 
5 and 6 Will. IV., c. 26, which provides 
that the place of holding assizes shall be 
as directed by the Lord Lieutenant in 
Council, or under the Local Government 
(Ireland) Bill, the Lord Lieutenant in 
Council has any authority to fix or alter 
the place of meetings of the county 
councils ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : Under Article 34 (3) 
of the Adaptation Order in Council the 
meetings of a county council may be 
held at such place as the county council 
from time to time direct. The enact- 
ment referred to in the third paragraph 
relates to the fixing of places for holding 
assizes, and will not affect the place of 
meetings of county councils. 


PERSIAN GULF. 

Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the loan which the Per- 
sian Government has been negotiating 
with the Imperial Bank of Persia, on the 
security of the revenue of the customs at 
the ports on the Persian Gulf, has fallen 
through owing to representations made 
by or on behalf of the Russian Govern- 
ment; whether the Imperial Bank is the 
only British institution in, Persia; and 
whether Her Majesty’s Government will 
communicate to the Persian Government 
a promise of support in such case similar 
to that made on 22nd July to the Chin2se 
Government? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport): The 
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main reasons for which the recent nego- 
tiations for a loan between the Persian 
Government and the Imperial Bank oi 
Persia have fal'en through are the fact 
that a larger sum has been asked for 
than the bank are prepared to find, and 
a change of Government in Persia, accom- 
panied by a strong opposition to any- 
thing in the shape of a control of the 
customs revenues as security for the 
loan. The Imperial Bank of Persia is 
the only British institution of the nature 
in Persia. Her Majesty’s Government 
have gone as far as possible in supporting 
the bank throughout the negotiations, 
but they have received no information 
that the Persian Government desire any 
such promise of support as is suggested, 
nor that any threats ‘have been used 
which would call for such a promise. 


Mr. DRAGE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether any official information has 
reached the Foreign Office of a desire on 
the part of one of the Great Powers to 
acquire by lease or otherwise a port oa 
the Persian Gulf; whether 80 per cent, 
of the trade of Bushire, the largest port 
on the Persian Gulf, and 73 per cent. 
of the whole trade of the Gulf, is in 
the hands of British subjects; and 
whether the Persian Gulf is consider2d 
as constituting a sphere of British in- 
terest ? 

Mr. CURZON: Rumours of such a 
desire as is referred to in the first Ques- 
tion have from time to time reached Her 
Majesty's Government, but I cannot say 
whether any weight should ve attaehed 
to them. The figures publisaed in the 
latest consular Report show that two- 
thirds of the trade of the Persian Gulf 
is with the United Kingdom and British 
possessions. The political and commer- 
cial responsibilities of Great Britain in 
the Persian Gulf are undoubtedly of such 
magnitude as to give to Her Majesty’s 
Government a special interest in ih. se 
waters. 


FATAL ACCIDENT INQUIRIES IN 
SCOTLAND. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 


N.E.): I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether it is the practice of sheriffs sub- 
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stitute, holding inquiries under the Fatal 
Accidents Inquiry (Scotland) Act, 1895 
(58 and 59 Vic., c. 36), to direct the 
juries not to state in their verdicts 
whether any person is blameable for the 
death under inquiry, but only the fact, 
e.g., if a man has been run over by a 
railway train, or has fallen into a pit, 
which may be self-evident ; and whetLer 
such practice has been directed by the 
Crown authorities in Scotland? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The generat 
practice is not as here stated. I am 
aware that in certain instances such 
directions have been given. No such 
hard and fast line is, in my opinion, as I 
have said on former occasions, drawn by 
the Act of Parliament, which, without 
imposing any necessary duty on juries to 
find culpability in any individual, leaves 
it open to them to do so if they choose. 


MORAY FIRTH. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he has any information to give, 
in accordance with the hope he expressed 
earlier in the Session of being able to 
make a statement before the end of the 
Session, on the subject of the existing 
state of affairs in the closed waters of the 
Moray Firth; whether, having regard to 
the value and importance of the national 
fishing interests, the Government would 
take into consideration during the Recess 
the advisability of taking steps, by the 
appointment of special officers or other- 
wise, to procure information regarding 
fishing questions at the great Continental 
fishing centres and have such informa- 
tion communicated to the Board of Trade 
and the Scottish and Irish Fishery 
Boards, such information to be published 
here for the benefit of British fishing 
interests ; and whether there is any in- 
tention of advancing the interests of the 
fishing industry by strengthening the 
Fishery Department of the Board of 
Trade? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrovr, Manchester, 
E.): With regard to the first paragraph 
I have to say that the existing state of 
affairs in the closed waters of the Moray 
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Firth has been discussed by the House 
and the situation has been fully explained 
by the Lord Advocate. There is nothing 
I can usefully add to what my right 
honourable Friend has said. With regard 
to the second and third paragraphs, the 
Government do not propose to appoint 
any special officer in the sense contem- 
plated in the Question, but as a matter 
of fact special officers are sent from time 
to time to the Continent to collect infor- 
mation bearing on the fishery interest. 


Duty on Imported 


Mr. PIRIE: Have negotiations been 
entered into with any foreign Govern- 
ments on the subject? 


Tae FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Perhaps the honourable Member 
will be good enough to address that Ques- 
tion to the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. PIRIE: I ‘hope if I do that I may 
get some decided answer, for hitherto ] 
have simply been referred by one Minis- 
ter to another. 


VACCINATION BILL. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury when he proposes to take into con- 
sideration the Lords’ Amendments to the 
Vaccination Bill? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: To-night. I cannot give a pledge 
as to the hour, but the subject will not 
be taken before 12 o'clock. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): May I 
remind the right honourable Gentleman 
that the Bill has not yet been read a 
third time in the House of Lords, and 
until that is done we do not know what 
the Amendments will be for our con- 
sideration ? 


Tae FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The honourable Gentleman 


knows that if the Bill is not read a third 
time we cannot take the Amendments 


to-night, but I have reason to believe 
that the Bill will be read a third time 
by the Lords this afternoon. 


First Lord of the Treasury. 
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Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Will 
the right honourable Gentleman name 
an hour after which the Vaccination 
Bill will not be taken? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I shall not begin the considera- 
tion of the Lords’ Amendments after one 
o’eclock. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): Shall we be able to get the printed 
Amendments from the Vote Office? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I am afraid I cannot say, but I 
imagine that the discussion will be of 
such a character that in the absence of 
printed Amendments honourable Mem- 
bers will be put to no inconvenience. 


Mr. COGHILL : I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether it is the 
intention of the Government to introduce 
next Session a Re-vaccination Bill? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I cannot pledge the Government 
as to the course of legislation next Ses- 
sion. 


Cocoa-Butter. 


VOTES. 

Mr. STRACHEY: I beg to ask the 
Virst Lord of the Treasury whether, con- 
sidering that no opportunity has been 
afforded this Session for the discussion 
of such important Votes as the Local 
Government Board and the Board of Agri- 
culture, he will take them at an early 
hour to-night or on Monday? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: They will be down to-night ; but, 
of course, I cannot say whether they 
will be reached. 


DUTY ON IMPORTED COCOA-BUTTER. 

Mr. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): On behalf of the honourable and 
gallant Member for the Central Division 
of Sheffield I ‘beg to ask the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer if he can state the 
amount of public revenue obtained by 
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the duty on foreign-made cocoa-butter 
from 7th August, 1896 (when it was 
imposed), to 31st July, 1898, and what 
proportion thereof was obtained between 
Ist August, 1897, and 31st July, 1898; 
and if he has received any legitimate 
complaints as to the effect of the inci- 
dence of the duty from manufacturers 
or artisans in the United Kingdom? 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EXCHE- 
QUER: The revenue obtained by duty 
on foreign-made cocoa-butter from 7th 
August, 1896, to 3lst July, 1898, was 
£9,320, of which £5,866 was obtained 
from Ist August, 1897, to 31st July, 
1898. The answer to the second para- 
graph of the Question is in the negative. 


SIR MARTIN GOSSELIN. 


Mr. LOWLES: On behalf of the 
honourable Member for the Central Divi- 
sion of Sheffield I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
if, in the reorganisation of the work of 
the Foreign Office, upon the appointment 
of Sir Martin Gosselin as additional 
Under Secretary of State, Lord Salisbury 
can see his way to so strengthening the 
Commercial Department as to hasten its 
procedure, to give it control without any 
avoidable circumlocution of the proceed- 
ings with regard to trade of Her Majesty’s 
diplomatic and consular officers and com- 
mercial attachés, and put it at least on 
a par with the up to date commercial 
departments both as to information and 
direct assistance to national trade of the 
Ministries for Foreign Affairs in Paris, 
Berlin, and St. Petersburg? 


Mr. CURZON : I do not know that the 
Commercial Department at the Foreign 
Office compares unfavourably with similar 
departments of foreign Governments, and 
I can assure my honourable and gallant 
Friend that. during the three years in 
which I have been personally responsible 
for that Department here, I have sparec 
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no effort to hasten its procedure, and to 
meet the various criticisms which we 
court, and which we also receive. I do 
not think that the appointment of an 
additional Under Secretary will greatly 
affect the business of that Department. 
But perhaps the institution of a Com 
mercial Intelligence Office, as recom- 
mended by the Departmental Committee 
which has just reported, may, if decided 
upon, promote some of the objects which 
my honourable Friend has in view. 


Subjects in Turkey. 


LOSSES OF BRITISH SUBJECTS IN 
TURKEY. 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs by what amount the 
proposed conversion of the Ottoman 
Guaranteed Loan of 1855 will affect the 
annual tribute. payable out of the 
revenues of Cyprus; and whether the 
British Government will take the oppor- 
tunity afforded by that conversion of 
obtaining full satisfaction for the claims 
in respect of losses sustained by British 
subjects during the Constantinople 
massacres of 1896, and also for the claims 
arising out of the murder of two British 
Post Office officials at that time, and out 
of the murder and robbery of Yussuf 
Yunan, agent of the Armenian Relief 
Committee in this country? 


Mr. CURZON: I am afraid that I 
cannot make any statement on the sub- 
ject named in the first paragraph until 
the arrangement for the purpose has been 
concluded. In answer to the second 
Question may I refer the honourable 
Member to an answer which I gave 
yesterday to the effect that I shall not 
be able during the present Session to 
make any announcement of the procedure 
which will be adopted by Her Majesty’s 
Government. 
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BERGEN FISHERY EXHIBITION. 


Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Government were approached 
by the Norwegian Government to appoiat 
a British Commissioner for the Inter- 
national Fishery Exhibition now being 
held at Bergen; and, if so, why no ap- 
pointment was made; and if it is 
the case that, as this country has no 
representative on the central jury of that 
Exhibition, the interests of British ex- 
hibitors are being watched over by the 
representatives of the Commissione.s 
appointed by other nations taking part 
in the Exhibition? 


Mr. CURZON: Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment were invited by the Norwegian 
Government, and it was upon the advice 
of the various Departments concerned 
that it was decided that there were not 
sufficient grounds for the appointment 
of any official delegates. Steps were, 
however, taken for giving the fullest pub- 
licity to the programme of the Exhibi- 
tion. I have no information as regards 


the second Question of the honourable 
Member. 


Mr. PIRIE: Is the right honourable 
Gentleman aware thut all the other Euro- 
pean nations sent Commissioners! 


Mr. CURZON: I was not aware of 
that, but even if it be the case the 
honourable Member must see that in 
these matters the Foreign Office can only 
act on the advice of the Board of Trade 
and the other Offices concerned. 


Mr. PIRIE: Were the Scotch and Ir'sh 
Fishery Boards consulted in the mazzer? 


Mr. CURZON : If these were cousulted 


I presume it would have been by the 
Board of Trade. 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES FOR 
IRELAND. 


CotoneEL SAUNDERSON 


(Armagh, 


N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 





the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland how many 
bound copies of the Parliamentary 
Debates are supplied to the National 
Library of Ireland, Dublin, free of charge, 
and at the expense of the trustees; and 
whether he could arrange that one copy 
of the daily issue of the Debates could 
be supplied, free of charge, to the library 
for the use of students and readers who 
require to refer to these Debates without 
waiting for the bound volumes heretofore 
supplied ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: All official publica- 
tions are regularly supplied to the 
National Library of Ireland without 
charge. The Parliamentary Debates are 
not, however, official publications, bué 
the property of the publisher, and any 
copies supplied to the National Library 
of Ireland would in ordinary course be 
bought by the library authorities out of 
moneys voted for the Department. 


IMPRESSMENT FOR FRONTIER OPERA- 
TIONS IN THE PUNJAUB. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether his attention has 
been drawn to the statement made by 
Mr. Thorburn, Financial Commissioner in 
the Punjaub, that 100,000 animals and 
25,000 owners were impressed in the 
Punjaub for the recent frontier opera- 
tions, and that impressment was prac- 
tised in the Punjaub without discrimina- 
tion, without system, and without organi- 
sation; and will he state under what 
authority the impressment of the men 


for transport service was purported to 
be made? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): My attention has bem 
drawn to the statement referred to by 
the honourable Member, and I am now 
in communication with the Viceroy on 
the subject. 
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ALL-BRITISH CABLE TO AUSTRALASIA. 
Mr. LOWLES: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether, 
seeing that the Government of the 
Dominion of Canada has expressed its 
willingness to contribute or guarant2 
one-third of the cost of an all-British 
cable vid the Pacific to the Australasian 
Colonies, and that the Governments of 
the latter have also publicly notifiec their 
readiness to contribute or guarantee 
a similar proportion, Her Majesty’s 
Government will agree to contribute or 
guarantee the remaining third? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror rue 
COLONIES: No official communication 
has been received from the Government 
of the Dominion of Canada or from the 
Governments of the Australasian Colonies 
of their willingness to contribute or 
guarantee two-thirds of the cost of an 
all-British Pacific cable. Should such 
communications be received, they will 
receive due consideration from Her 
Majesty’s Government. 


WINNIPEG WATERWORKS. 

Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether his attention has 
been called to Petitions addressed by the 
Winnipeg Waterworks Company and by 
the bondholders of the same company to 
His Excellency the Governor General of 
Canada, stating the circumstances in 
which the Corporation of Winnipeg pro- 
cured the passing, just before the close 
of the last Session of the Parliament of 
the Province of Manitoba, of an Act by 
which a Statute dated 1880, under which 
the bondholders advanced £100,000 or 
thereabouts, is in part nullified to the 
serious prejudice of their securities; 
whether the provisions of the recent Act 
had previously been disapproved by the 
Committee of Law ; whether the Act has 
been assented to by the Lieutenart 
Governor of the Province; whether the 
Governor General has expressed any in- 
tention of disallowing the said Act in 
accordance with the prayer of the Peti- 
tions; and whether he is aware if the 
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bonds were issued in London and are 
largely held by investors in England? 


‘THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES: I have received vsopies 
of the Petitions referred to. I have no 
information on the subject beyond what 
is contained in the Petitions. It is stated 
in the Petition of the company that the 
provision of the Act to which they take 
exception had been previously rejected 
by the Committee of Law, and that the 
Act has been assented to by the Lieu- 
tenant Governor of the Province. I have 
not received any communication from the 
Governor General on the subject. Yes, I 
believe the facts to be as stated in the 
Question. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL. 
The following Question appeared on 
the Paper— 


“Lorp H. CECIL: To ask the Attorney 
General whether his attention has been called 
to statements showing the heavy cost of pro- 
ceedings before the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council under the Clergy Discipline 
Act; and whether it is in the power of the 
Rule Committee under that Act, or of the 
Privy Council, to diminish the expenses of 
such proceedings by regulations; and, if so, 
whether he can suggest in the proper quarter 
the issue of such regulations?” 


Lorp H. CECIL (Greenwich): I do not 
see the honourable and learned Gentle- 
man in his place. I deferred this Ques- 
tion from Tuesday until to-day at his 
request, and have come up specially from 
the country to-day in the hope of getting 
a reply. 


Mr. GEDGE: I have two Questions on 
the Paper—one to the Attorney General 
and the other to the First Lord, and as 
the latter depended on the answer to the 
former I can get a reply to neither. I 
hope the Leader of the House will use 
his influence with the Attorney General 
and induce him to attend in his place 
when Questions addressed to him are on 
the Paper. 


Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I am also 
in the same position of having a Question 
down to the Attorney General. 
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THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: If the Vote is not disposed 9f 
this evening it will be put down for 
Monday. I do not think that I can ask 
the House of Commons to sit on Saturday 
for the purpose of discussing this par- 
ticular Vote. 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): When 
will the Indian Budget be taken? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I should be extremely surprised 
if the day on which it is taken does not 
turn out to be Thursday. As the honour- 
able Member knows, Monday is the last 
day for Supply; the First Reading ot 
the Appropriation Bill will be taken on 
Tuesday, the Second Reading on Wednes- 
day, and the Committee stage on Thurs- 
day. The Indian Budget will be taken 
after the Committee stage. 


Mr. LEWIS: Then the Indian Budget 
will not be taken before Thursday? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I do not think it possible. 


PIERSHILL BARRACKS, EDINBURGH. 
Lorp BALCARRES : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, seeing that a court of inquiry 
reported in April last that the fatal acci- 
dent to a charger in the Piershill Bae- 
racks, Edinburgh, was caused by the 
defective character of the stalls, any 
steps have been taken to remedy the 
faulty construction of these stables? 


Mr. BRODRICK: It would be difficult f 


to remedy these stalls without rebuilding 
the barracks, but the General Officer com- 
manding in Scotland ‘has money at his 
disposal to make any necessary repairs. 


Mr. PIRIE: Are not these stalls of 
great age? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I believe they are 
100 years old. 


{COMMONS } 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: May I ask 

the Leader of the House whether the 


Ordnance Survey Vote will be disposed 
of on Saturday or Monday! 
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Mr. PIRIE: Will any compensation 
be granted to the owner of the charger? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I believe that the 
case will come under regulations which 
enable compensation to be given. 


HIRED TRANSPORT NUBIA. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War if he can 
state the boat accommodation for met 
in case of accident on the hired trans- 
port Nubia, which was used to convey 
troops in January of this year? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Vuhia had four 
boats in excess of the number required 
by the Board of Trade. 


NEW MEMBER. 


——- 


Mr. FLETCHER MOULTON, intro- 
duced by Mr. Lambert (Devon, South 
Molton) and Mr. Billson (Halifax), took 
the oath and his seat for the Launceston 
Division of Cornwall amid Opposition 
cheers. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 





SUPPLY [21st Attorrep Day]. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Civit Service Estimates, 1898-99. 


Motion made— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £26,582, be 
granted to Her Majesty, for salaries and ex- 
penses of the Registrar General of Births in 
England.” 


Dr. CLARK : I want to ask the Secere 
tary to the Treasury whether he will 
bring in any legislation in reference to 
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the £21,000 for superintendents, which 
will cease to be paid under the new 
arrangement. This Vote of £21,000, 
which we voted for superintendence, was 
under a Statute of William IV., I think, 
and it cannot be taken in the Estimate. 
This £21,000 ought not to continue to 
be paid out of Imperial resources, but the 
superintendents, like the ordinary regis- 
trars, ought to be paid the entire sum. 
They get 2d. per head, but the 
entire sum in Scotland is paid from local 
sources, and it was understood that this 
and all others were to be knocked off the 
Imperial Estimates, and paid for by the 
county councils and other councils out of 
the sum which they got for probate duty 
and licences. Once or twice we have 
been told that legislation would take 
place, but you can go on for years and 
not legislate; but, if you are going to 
pay this money, you will require to legis- 
late, or else give an equivalent grant for 
Scotland. I want to know whether the 
thing is going to go on year after year, 
or whether you intend to place this 
charge upon the probate duty. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To tHe 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry, Pres- 
ton): I think that is rather a question 
which ought to be addressed to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. I have only to deal 
with the facts of the Vote. All these 
charges are fully endorsed by Acts of 
Parliament, and, therefore, all the items 
in this Vote are statutory. 


Dr. CLARK: Yes, but there is 50 per 
cent. of the cost, and the sums paid for 
poor law purposes, and some of these 
charges are not statutory. The under- 
standing was that in view of those local 
grants they should pay their fair share 
of taxes. This 2d. per case, which 
the Imperial Parliament pays, ought not 
to be paid. It has been paid for 10 
years, and £210,000 has been spent upon 
it. We know that the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer cannot get anything 
back, but the question is—is it to go on 
for 10 years longer, or, after this year, 
will those grants cease? I hope we shall 
have some legislative bargain under 
which these grants will cease. 


Question put. 


Vote agreed to. 


{5 Avavsr 1898} 
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Motion made— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £340,555, be 
granted to Her Majesty for stationery, print- 
ing, paper, binding, and printed books for the: 
public service, to pay the salaries and expenses: 
of the Stationery Office, and for sundry mis- 
cellaneous services, including the reports off 
the Parliamentary Debates. 


Mr. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hagger-- 
ston): I should like to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether any saving has: 
been made in the item for paper, and 
whether paper of English manufacture 
has been used. 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): E 
observe with considerable satisfaction 
that there is a decrease in this year’s 
Vote of about £20,000, and I should not 
be at all surprised if that has not beem 
solely due to the energies of the right 
honourable Gentleman the Secretary to 
the Treasury. But, still, the amount is: 
very large, and I wonder whether it is: 
not possible to have some better system. 
I am not very clear as to what recom- 
mendation to make on this subject. It 
does appear to me to be a rather eurious: 
thing that when a Member does not send 
for all his Parliamentary Papers, but 
merely makes a statement from those 
which appear on the pink Paper, and 
when he asks for the Report at the 
Vote Office he is asked in a manner, not 
altogether free from suspicion, whether 
he has had a Paper before. I am not 
complaining of the way in which the 
officials perform their duty. I have no 
doubt they think that they are doing 
their duty in ascertaining that, and 
seeing that a Member does not get more 
than one copy of the Report. It does 
avpear to me that there is an enormous: 
amount of waste in regard to the Parlia- 
mentary Papers. I notice that a reduc- 
tion of £20,000 has been made, and F 
hope that the right honourable Gentle- 
man will do all he can to obtain a further 
reduction in this very heavy expenditure 
in the ensuing year, for there is still am 
enormous amount of preventable waste 
in regard to the Parliamentary Papers. 
There is just one item to which I should 
iike to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee, and it is the item for the Parlia- 
mentary Debates. Under the existing 
system Members of this House have t» 
wait for six or seven days as a genoral 
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rule before they even see a proof of the 
remarks that they make in this House. 
Now, I do think that it would be possible 
to shorten that period very considerably. 
I daresay under the existing system and 
scale of payment, the arrangement is as 
good as the remuneration will justify. 
Perhaps that is so. But there are other 
places where these things are managed 
very much better by the Government. 
For example, in the Legislature of 
Canada, any Member who has delivered 
a speech in the Legislature will see a 
proof of his speech on the following 
morning. It is handed to him just as if 
it were anewspaper. Now, if that can be 
done in Ottawa, why can it not be done 
in London? I daresay it would necessitate 
a slight increase of expenditure, but I do 
say that it is quite unreasonable that 
honourable Members should be kept 
for six or seven days without a 
proof of the speeches which they 
make. The speeches by that time 
will probably largely have passed out cf 
their recollection. I do think that it 
might be possible to make some altera- 
tion in this respect. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): I wish to endorse the com- 
plaint of my honourable Friend the Mem. 
ber for Flint Boroughs, but for a reason 
which he has not stated. Not only are 
Members deprived of an early oppor- 
tunity of correcting their speeches, but 
the daily editions of the Debates which 
are brought out do not make their 
appearance for many days and sometimes 
two or three weeks elapse before the 
Debates for a particular day are pub. 
lished separately and are accessible to 
the public. I wish also to express a 
hope that the Secretary to the Treasury 
will carry out still further the rules 
affecting the delivery and the printing of 
unnecessary Parliamentary Papers. We 
receive from time to time Papers con- 
taining notices of Amendments with re- 
gard to Bills which it is quite notorious 
are not likelv to be dealt with by the 
House on the day on which they are 
delivered. This evil, I know, prevailed to 
a greater extent in past times, and some 
improvement has been effected, but I 
think it may be carried still further, and 
when notices of Amendments have been 
given very lately reference might be made 


Mr. Lewis. 


{COMMONS} 
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to a separate Paper which is always ob- 
tainable at the Vote Office, instead of 
the same Papers being delivered time 
after time. I should like to ask whether 
the printers charge for repeating stand- 
ing matter—whether that is charged for 
as new matter, or whether it is charged 
as it ought to be, and always is, in com- 
mercial circles, as matter already in type. 
The answer to that question, I need not 
point out, must involve a very consider- 
able sum of money. I am not sure that 
this is the proper Vote on which to refer 
to the reporting. I express this only as 
my opinion that the reporting of the 
Debates of this House does not reach 
that standard of excellence which I think 
might be attained, and which has been 
attained in times past. I do not know 
what the experience of other honourable 
Members has been, but my own experi- 
ence has been very unsatisfactory. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I think 
this reporting of the Debates is one of 
the subjects on which we cannot con- 
gratulate the right honourable Gentle. 
man the Secretary to the Treasury as 
warmly as we have been able to do in 
other matters. I think the reporting 
this Session has been slow and inaccu- 
rate. I have not suffered so much, per- 
haps, myself as I deserve, but a friend of 
mine asked me particularly to bring tho 
matter up, as he said that some of the 
reports of the Debates in which he took 
part were perfectly unintelligible, and 
they have taken a much longer time to 
get out than formerly. I think the 
volumes are nearly a week late. I would 
lika the right honourable Gentleman to 
explain more fully than he has done yet 
why the change was made with regard to 
the reporting. I do not see that any ad- 
vantage was gained by it; on the con- 
trary, I think a great deal of inconveni- 
ence has been suffered by the House. 
With regard to the reduction of the Vote 
I would like a little explanation. I see 
that there is a reduction of £20,000 in 
the Vote, which is put down as saving on 
paper supplied to the Government De- 
partment. Now, if the paper supplied to 
the Government Department shows such 
a saving as that, why is there no saving 
on the paper used by the House of Com- 
mons, and the other items for paper 
which appear in the Vote? I do not see 
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any saving in the paper in respect of any 
other item in the Vote. It appears that 
the printing in the Government Depart- 
ment costs something like £390,000— 
the printing is £210,000 andthe paper 
about £180,000, making nearly 
£400,000, which is a very large item in- 
deed for the printing department. I 
would like to ask the right honourable 
Gentleman if he thinks _ sufficient 
economy is practised in this department 
and whether some further economy could 
not be effected? 


Mr. T. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield): There is one 
point which I think is much more impcr- 
tant, and that isthe delay in the printing 
of the answers to questions. As far as 
the reports of the Debates are concerned 
they come out in the Zimes, and are 
quite accurate enough for ordinary pur- 
poses; but the answers to questions are 
matters of local importance, and it is 
very often a very great convenience to 
Members that they should be able to send 
the answers off as soon as possible. Now, 
the delay in having the answers to ques- 
tions is a very great inconvenience. I 
have heard complaints of the inaccuracy 
of the reporting, but that is to a certain 
extent counterbalanced, as we are now 
having the reporting business done very 
much cheaper than we did inthe old days, 
and therefore we cannot expect to have 
the same amount of accuracy in it. The 
answers to questions is really an impor- 
tant question, which I think ought to be 
considered. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I think I shall be in order in 
asking the right honourable Gentleman 
if he could not make some better pro- 
vision for a better system of the inter- 
change of reports between the two Houses 
of Parliament as to what is going on 
while the Houses are sitting. Years ago 
many changes were made, but there was 
a system, which the right honourable 
Gentleman is perhaps not aware of, under 
which brief reports of the proceedings 
from hour to hour were exhibited. I 
think it is desirable that we should have 
that still. We do not know what is 
going on in the other House. On that 
point I would wish to impress upon the 
right honourable Gentleman that it 
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is very important during the pro- 
gress of the sitting of the whole 
House that we should have a report 
of what is going on in the other Cham- 
ber. There is no reason why it should 
not be made part of the present contract 
of those who are now doing the Parlia- 
mentary Reports, and who are engaged 
in both Houses of Parliament. It could 
be made part of that contract, that they 
should supply, say, every quarter of an 
hour, a report of what is going on in the 
other House. I have found frequently 
that I was quite unable to get the least 
idea of what was taking place in the 
other Chamber, because I did not happen 
to be present when the particular speech 
was being made. At five o’clock in the 
evening only this week the Foreign 
Minister made some important statement 
with regard to foreign affairs, and we 
were left in absolute ignorance of that 
statement until the following morning. 
Occasionally, with regard to the very im- 
portant statements which have been 
made in the other House, the Debate in 
this House goes on in absolute ignorance 
of what is taking place in the other 
House. Now, occasionally there will be 
a question of a Division, and the news 
flows down from one House to the other 
very rapidly. During the last fortnight, 
within the last week, a most important 
statement was made with regard to the 
Chinese question, and I asked in vain 


among half a dozen Members of this 
House to get some idea of what that 
statement amounted to. Now, Sir, I 


would suggest that the right honourable 
Gentleman should have a brief summary 
of the proceedings of the other House 
made up by the gentiemen who do the 
present Parliamentary reporting, and 
similarly with regard to the proceedings 
of this House ; Members are not very con- 
stant in their attendance on the floor of 
this Chamber. That is an evil which lies 
very deep, and which I would not be in 
order in discussing here ; but as Members 
spend a good part of their time out of 
this Chamber, necessarily, in other parts 
of the establishment, I think it is desir- 
able that they should have ready and 
proper means of knowing what is going 
on. 


Dr. CLARK: On previous occasions I 
have very severely criticised the reports 
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we have had of the proceedings of this 
House, and the cash we paid for them. 
Now, on the present occasion I do not 
agree with my honourable Friend the 
Member for Islington and my honourable 
Friend the Member for Mansfield, be- 
cause the present reports are one-third 
less in cost than was paid to the previous 
contractor. Instead of paying £5,0UU or 
£6,000 for a very inadequate report, we 
are getting now a very much better and 
fuller report for £3,000 or £4,000. We 
are getting a much better report for 35 
or 50 per cent. less money. The reason 
we do not get a perfectly accurate report 
is because of the conditions laid down in 
the contract, You do not want a fuller 
report, and you do not ask for it. You 
give this power to the contractor, to 
report as much as he thinks proper. ‘The 
ony limitation is that he must put 1n one- 
third of what you say, and with regard 
to the other two-thirds he can put in as 
much as he likes. Under these condi- 
tions you cannot expect a perfectly accu- 
rate report. If you crush all that is said 
into one-third, in doing so the ablest 
reporter could not be perfectly accurate. 
If you want a fair and honest report you 
must pay for it. As to the cost of print- 
ing, bills are often put down for days 
which have not even a ghost of a chance 
of being dealt with, and the Government 
spend thousands of pounds unnecessarily 
in this way. The First Lord of the 
Treasury, I find, is just as bad as the 
other Ministers, and I do not know 
whether he is personally responsible. ‘The 
right honourable Gentleman put off a Bill 
from Tuesday to Friday, with 10 pages of 
Amendments. The House knows that we 
have had hundreds of cases of that kind 
during the various stages of the imsh 
Local Government Bill, when tuese 
Papers were printed from day to day, 
when we knew several weeks would go 
on before they were brought on for con- 
sideration. There is another change 
which has been made, and that is that 
instead of having the reporters sweated 
we have got a contract now with the 
reporters, and they are no longer sweated. 
It is to their interests to continue this 
system, and they are paid on a reason- 
able scale. I think we are getting fair 
value for our money; in fact, rather 
more and better value than we have ever 
had before. We are now getting a good 


Dr. Clark. 
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report for a less price than we were pay- 
ing in the past for a very bad report. E 
in the past have very often had to com- 
plain of our getting an inadequate supply 
for our money, but now, in the present 
instance, I am in a very different posi- 
tion. I am glad to say we are getting 
a very much better report, and getting 
it very much cheaper. I do not know 
whether it pays the contractor who has 
got the thing in hand, but I will say that 
they are giving us very much better value 
and it is only the fault of the House and 
Treasury that we do not get a perfectly 
accurate report. Under the new contract 
the contractor is not bound to give more 
than one-third of what you say. If you 
are going to press the whcie of a speech 
into one-third you cannot expect perfect 
accuracy, for even the best possible 
reporter could not be perfectiy accurate 
under those conditions. as far as | my- 
self am concerned, I have nothing what- 
ever to complain of. I never read the 
speeches they send me, as a rule, 
although I read them sometimes; but I 
have never corrected any during the last 
10 years, and I put them into the waste- 
paper basket. I think, however, it is 
only right to say that we are getting 
better value for our money than we have 
ever got before. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I have 
protested against the custom in this 
assembly before of refusing to supply 
Members of the House free with copies of 
reports of the proceedings. In the 
American Assembly, where every Mem- 
ber draws £1,000 a year, besides an 
allowance for travelling expenses, he gets. 
as many copies of the report as he 
requires, and he can take as many as he 
wants. But here, where we get no 
salary or expenses, we are to be put to 
great expense in order to carry out our 
Parliamentary duties, and I think this is 
on instance of unparalleled meanness that 
we are refused the ordinary reports of 
the proceedings. Although it may be all 
right for men with large incomes, to 
those who have not large incomes the 
price of the reports is a very serious 
matter indeed. It costs five guineas a 
year to provide a copy of the reports, and 
although my honourable Friend says he 
puts his in the waste-paper basket, he 
only alludes to the proofs of the reports. 
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Anybody who takes an active interest in 
these Debates must find it necessary to 
consult the official Debates. A man 
might as well be sent into the law courts 
without the official reports of previous 
judgments. I have always thought that 
for an enormously wealthy country to re- 
fuse one copy to each Member is very 
mean, for he has a right to have at least 
one copy of the daily edition of the Reports. 
I have frequently raised this question. I 
do not know what the cost would 
be, but I fancy it would not be a very 
large figure, and, even if it were, it is 
a reasonable demand to make. I think, 
in view of the fact that no expenses are 
allowed to Members of this House, it is 
most unreasonable and unfair that we 
should not have supplied to us a report 
of the proceedings, which is absolutely 
necessary. Now, there is just one other 
point to which I wish to allude. I shall 
say nothing about the character of the 
reporting. I entirely share the opinion 
of the honourable Member for Caithness 
on this subject. I do not think it is 
quite fair to criticise these reports. The 
contractor has had to take on a new 
staff, and I cannot agree with my honour- 
able Friend the Member for Islington 
that the reporting has been bad. The 
present contractor has had to follow the 
reporting of the Zimes, and for the 
reporting of the 7mes I have very great 
admiration. I think the character of the 
condensation in that paper is as fine a 
work as I have ever seen; and, there- 
fore, [ make a good deal of allowance for 
the men who are now undertaking this 
difficult task. They have not had long 
at it. I should be very sorry to say that 
I consider that the work is so good is 
that which has been done before, but I do 
not think it is fair to criticise the 
reporters after such short experience. I 
think, however, there is a great falling 
off in the “get up” and character of the 
reports. I see there has been some reduc. 
tion in the cost of the paper, and there 
is an enormous fall in the cost of all 
kinds of paper, so that there might be a 
great saving in the cost of the paper 
without any fall in the character of the 
paper. 


Mr. HANBURY: The honourable 


Member for East Mayo has made a very 
fair statement with regard to the present 
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state of the reporting of the Debates in 
this House. It is perfectly true that 
fresh reporters have had to follow, and 
the present editor has had to follow, those 
who had undoubtedly set a very high 
standard of reports. This is the first year 
in which this contract has run, and it is 
perfectly true that the editor has had 
very serious difficulty in getting a proper 
staff together. I am glad to‘hear, on the 
whole, that there is no very great com- 
plaint with regard to the actual reports, 
although there have been minor com- 
plaints with regard to the time at which 
the proofs of questions and answers have 
been delivered, and also with regard to 
the time at which reports have reached 
Members. I will take care—in fact, I 
have frequently seen the editor upon 
these points—that this does not occur in 
the future, and I think lately there has 
been a considerable improvement. I am 
quite sure the editor has done everything 
he can possibly do to meet the wishes of 
the House in both these respects, but, 
being the first year he has undertaken 
the work, he has had difficulties to con- 
tend with which have been overcome Ly 
those who had the contract previously 
on account of their long experience of the 
work. I hope the House will give the 
present editor a full opportunity of 
showing that he can do the work effec- 
tively, because he has undertaken this 
contract under great difficulties, but he 
assures me that he intends to reach the 
high standard of previous years. It must 
be remembered,that he has undertaken 
the contract at a price very low indeed 
compared with the other tenders, Up til! 
the time of, and during the last contract, 
the price, I think, was either £300 or 
£350 per volume, or, at any rate, it was 
one of those figures, and most of the 
tenders which were received were for 
sums very largely in excess. Most of 
them ran up to £900, £1,000, and 
£1,100 per volume. The present editor 
undertook to edit these volumes and pay 
the reporters practically the same pay 
as his predecessors. You will see that 
there is an enormous difference between 
this tender and the lowest tender, and I 
hope that in the interests of economy, it 
the present editor can do the work, and 
he does his best to approximate to the 
high standard of the previous Debates, 
the House will give him a full oppor- 
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tunity of doing so, especially looking to 
the price at which they are being done. 
I myself agree with the honourable Mem- 
ber for Caithness, and I do not think 
that the House has much to complain of. 
With regard to the smaller matters in 
the actual Debates, such as those small 
inconveniences as to the proofs of ques- 
tions and answers, those minor difficulties 
the editor has promised to deal with. 
‘As to the point raised on the necessity 
for reprinting, how far that should he 
done is not a matter for the Treasury, 
but for the officials of the House. There 
was a further point raised by the honour- 
able Member for the Scotland Divison 
of Liverpool, which is, again, not within 
the jurisdiction of the Treasury, but of 
the officials of the House, namely, as to 
reports to this House, setting forth what 
is happening in the House of Lords, and 
vice versd. I did not know that there 
was a practice of that kind, which ob- 
tained in another national assembly, but, 
as I say, it is not a matter that comes 
within the purview of the Treasury. The 
henourable Member for Shoreditch re- 
ferred to the price of the paper, and I will 
tell him frankly what has happened. I 
was very much struck with the high 
price of paper, and I have been able to 
effect a reduction in that respect. More- 
over, I hope, I shall be able to extend 
my economies in the direction of the re- 
duction of this Vote. I do think, at 
any rate, that the change I have intro- 
duced will have a very considerable effect 
indeed in the direction of reducing tue 
price of paper. I have also some reasyn 
to expect help from the actual makers 
of the paper in sending in tenders to the 
Government. One effect of that will 
be that we shall get entirely English 
paper, that made either in this 
country or Scotland. In _ this 
respect alone I may tell the House, with- 
out going into detailed figures, that we 
have been able to save on this contract 
£50,000. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: Could not the 
right honourable Gentleman make these 
reports part of the Parliamentary con- 
tract? 


Mr. HANBURY: I will see what can 
be done. 
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Mr. DILLON: Sir, I have been con- 
vinced by experience that a change 
ought to be effected with a view to supply- 
ing Members with copies of the Debates 
free. I hold that it is an almost im- 
pessible thing to expect that we should 
devote our time, our labour, and meet 
the varicus expenses we are put to in 
our service to the nation, and then to 
be asked to pay for these reports. {i 
say we ought to have them free of charg, 
whereas we are called upon for six 
guineas a year in order to secure a supply 
of them. Therefore, with a view to 
bringing about a change in this regard, 
I beg to move the reduction of the Vote 
by £100. 


Mr. LOUGH: The right honourable 
Gentleman has referred to the great 
saving he has effected in the price of 
paper, and I should say that less than 
10 per cent., or, at any rate, 5 per cent. 
of his saving alone would enable him 
to piace these reports at the disposal of 
Members daily. It is only the price of 
ordinary paper, and it would be of the 
greatest facility to Members in furthering 
the business of the Session. One cannot 
always remember what has taken place 
the previous day in Committee, or re- 
member how certain questions have been 
answered. J hepe the right honourable 
Gentleman will display a littie more in- 
terest in the matter than he manifested 
last year. 


CotoneL WELBY (Taunton): Might I 
suggest to the right honourable Gentle- 
man, if it be possible, that each of 
those Members who wanted a copy should 
initial the pink Paper beforehand, be- 
cause everbody might not require a cepy- 
It does seem to me that this suvges- 
tion, if acted upon, would be doing a real 
service and would instruct us more fully 
as to what is going on in the House. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : 
For my own part, I think that 
the Debates would be found much more 
useful if these suggestions were acted 
upon. Somebody alluded to bound 
copies, or even parts of those copies 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I 
think those Members who have taken 
an interest in this question must acknow- 
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ledge that they are from time to time 
encumbered in their work by not having 
ready access to the reports of our pro 
ceedings. I think the suggestion that 
if by means of initialling the pink Paper 
we could procure a copy of the previous 
day’s proceedings, it would ne 
an enormous boon to us. It would 
facilitate the progress of the Debates, 
and be a very great gain to the Legisla- 
ture besides. I do hope the right 
honourable Gentleman, if he cannot see 
his wey to give an affirmative answer, 
will take it into his favourable considera- 
tion. 


Mr. T. P.O’CONNOR: As to the pro- 
posal of the honourable and _ gallant 
Gentlenan opposite—that we should 
sign the pink Paper if we wanted the 
report—I assume that what he proposes 
is that a Member should not sign if he 
did not want the report. Well, that, I 
think, would involve an amount of un- 
certainty which would make the thing 
impracticable, I think I can sympathise 
both with the suggestion of my honour- 
able and gallant Friend and with the 
position of the Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury. He must know—we all know 
—that Members are overloaded, over- 
burdened—in fact, perfectly submerged 
—in a sea of papers of all kinds, which 
they do not want; and what the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has in his mind is, 
probably, that he would be sending to 
a large number of Members an additional 
burden to their already overburdened 
shelves. I suggest that there might be 
a remedy in this form: that, at the 
beginning of the Session, Members who 
are desirous of having copies should set 
down their names then; this would give 
a fair idea of the amount of printing it 
would involve. I think the right honour- 
able Gentleman would find only a small 
propertion of Members requiring them ; 
and it would not be a large addition to 
the present cost. I think, if he will 
favourably consider this matter, my 
honourable Friend here, who has no 
desire to be awkward, will doubtless 


withdraw his Motion for thereduction of 
the Vote. If the right honourable Gentle- 
man does this—and, having already re 
duced the Vote by so many thousands— 
he will be entitled, not only te ihe 
praise of his colleagues, but to the gre - 
tude of the whole House. 
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Mr. H. J. WILSON (York, W.R,, 
Holmfirth): It would certainly be better 
for those who required these reports to 
sign the Paper as suggested. 


Mr. HANBURY: In the discussion 
which has arisen, we have gone away 
from the recommendation of the honour- 
able Member for East Mayo, As to the 
distribution of bound copies, the honour- 
able Member appears to have based his 
suggestion on the fact that Members of 
this House who do not receive payment 
for their services would, in being fur- 
nished with these reports, be getting 
some small remuneration for the way in 
which they perform their services 


Mr. DILLON: No, no! I said we did 
not want bound copies at the end of the 
Session. What I want is merely copies 
as soon as they come out. I suggested 
nothing about remuneration, If that 
recommendation were adopted, I said it 
would spare the Members who are hard 
workers in the House much extra labour. 


Mr. HANBURY: I am sorry I mis- 
understood the honourable Gentleman. 
Well, Sir, I do think there is a good 
deal to be said in favour of the sugges- 
tion of my honourable and_ gallant 
Friend; and if honourable Members 
could only find time to initial the pink 
Paper, it would be an undoubted check 
on getting unnecessary copies of the 
reports. I will consider whether there 
are any real difficulties in the way of 
adopting the suggestion. 





Mr. DILLON: After the statement of 
the right honourable Gentleman, I beg to 
withdraw my Amendment, Sir. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 


Sm W. HARCOURT (Monmouthshire) : 
I think, Sir, it would be a very great 
convenience to Members to be supplied 
with these reports, and if the right 
honourable Gentleman can see his way 
to accede to the request, I am sure alk 
honourable Members will appreciate it. 


Mr. DILLON: I ask leave to withdraw 
my Amendment. 


Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): I submit that such a 
change as is suggested for sup- 
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plying honourable Members with the 
daily issues of the “Parliamentary 
Debates” is only what they are en- 
titled to. At present, unless one is on 
the spot to consult the official record or 
the file of the Z mes, it is impossible 
to find out what has happened at a pre- 
wious stage. I suggest, Sir, that it 
might not be necessary to supply all the 
Members of the House with copies; but 
those who, at the commencement of the 
Session, intimate their desire to have 
them as they are published should be 
supplied. 


Mr. LOUGH: I think we have had 
it pretty clear from the right honourable 
Gentleman that any Member who ex- 
presses a desire to receive the daily 
reports will be supplied with them. Dol 
wnderstand that to be the case? 


Mr. HANBURY: I will see whether it 
is practicable; and if there are no diffi- 
culties in the way, I will do what I can 
to accommodate honourable Members. 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): If the 
right honourable Gentleman will carry 
out the last suggestion, I am sure he will 
earn the gratitude of honourable Mem- 
bers. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Sir, the prices of paper and printing are 
enormous. The present idea is that the 
Blue Book should pay for itself, because 
you distribute over the cost of copies 
you sell the cost of setting up, but if 
people do not buy the Blue Books you 
Jose. If you take, for example, this one 
which I hold in my hand—ls. 6d. is 
charged for it, but how much paper is 
there in it? Let us call it two penny- 
worth. Blue Books are supposed to be 
for the benefit of a large number of 
people outside Members of Parliament, 
‘and it does seem to me, Sir, unreasonable 
that you should put a prohibitive price 
on most of those Blue Books. Distribute 
tthem as much as you can through the 
country for the mere cost of printing and 
paper, and you will get people to take 
an interest in the Blue Books, or, at 
least, those of them that are interesting. 
In fact, instead of charging ls. 6d. for 
an amount of paper that can be produced 
for 2d., I believe you would make a good 
deal out of the Blue Books by charging 


Mr. Carvell Williams. 
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3d. Blue Books are intended for the 
instruction not only of this House, but 
also for the public, and we know well 
at the present moment that none of the 
public libraries buy them. People 
sometimes ask me to send them Blue 
Books, and of course I send them: but 
they ought to be able to purchase them 
themselves at a reasonable price, and I 
think if the right honourable Gentleman 
would accept the suggestion he would be 
acting wisely. 


AN HoNouRABLE Memper: I know 
many people are anxious to get Blue 
Books, but the prohibitive prices will not 
allow them to do so. If the right 
honourable Gentleman could see his way 
to reduce the prices, many persons out- 
side Members of Parliament would secure 
copies, which would have the effect of 
educating tne people on the different 
subjects. 


Mr. HANBURY: I think the honour- 
able Member for Northampton has some- 
what exaggerated the public interest of 
these Blue Books, and therefore I do not 
see that much can be done to reduce the 
prices. But undoubtedly there are occa- 
sionally Blue Books published of great 
public interest, and many public libraries 
and private persons might like to have 
them. With regard to these the pro- 
posal of the honourable Member might 
be carried out. He proposes that in the 
case of Blue Books which might be of 
public interest that the Stationery Office 
might reduce the price, and I will see what 
can be done in that direction. 


Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington): I sup- 
pose there is not a single Gentleman in 
this House who would want all the books 
of reports—I myself would only want a 
few of them. 


Amendment negatived without a Divi- 
sion. 


On the Vote for £14,405, to complete 
the sum of £21,405, for the Office of 
Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): 1 
should like to see something appearing 
on the Estimate to represent the salaries 
of this Department; the officials might 
be paid by fees or have permanent 
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salaries, and I should like to ask the 
right honourable Gentleman whether he 
considers that it is the best way of 
remunerating the agent. The Report of 
the Committee of 1890 shows that the 
agent had received sums varying from 
£2,165 to £5,800; that appears to me 
to be a large salary. He provides his 
own office expenses, but I should like 
to ask the right honourab'e Gentleman, 
if he knows the figures for last year and 
the preceding year, whether it would 
not be more conducive to the public 
service that this payment should be made 
by means of a fixed salary ; we shall then 
know exactly what the cost is—the salary 
for the agent and allowances for office 
expenses. Then there is another ques- 
tion which I have raised before now, a 
question of very great importance; I 
refer to the re-afforestation of waste land. 
I have raised that question with regard 
to Wales. I know there are difficulties 
in the way of the Woods and Forests 
Department, and they have been referred 
to by the right honourable Gentleman 
in reply to a Question of mine. He 
said that the common rights would have 
to be extinguished, and he said that 
possibly those rights would have to be 
dealt with by legislation. I should be 
sorry to take away from any commoner 
any right he might possess without 
giving him adequate compensation. I 
ask the right honourable Gentleman 
whether it would not be possible, by 
means of purchase, to extinguish these 
rights?) Of course, the consent of a 
number of persons would have to be 
obtained, and certainly I should not like 
to contract to pay too high a price, but 
would it not be possible to purchase at 
a comparatively low price? Because, after 
all, judging by the rent of mountain 
land in Wales, it ought to be possible to 
buy out the commoners at a very low 
vate. If that could be done, there are 
large tracts in Wales which could be 
planted to the advantage of the ground 
estates and to the advantage of the 
nation. A large amount of employment 
would be given, and employment of a 
fixed character. I said I was alluding 
only to Wales, but the same policy 
might be carried out in England, 


Supply. 


although the amount of land at the 
disposal of the Woods and Forests 
Department in England is very trifliag 
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as compared with Wales. We waat the 
Woods and Forests Department to make 
a beginning in this respect. In other 
countries a good deal more has been done 
in the way of afforesting than in this 
country. In Belgium at least one-third 
of the waste lands have been afforested, 
and the State has found it extremely 
profitable, because they have made these 
waste lands productive. In France 
great deal more has been done than ever 
has been attempted in this country, but 
in Wales, of the ancient forests that at 
one time covered the face of the 
land, the best timber was used for 
firing purposes, with the result that 
timber has become scarcer than ever. 
The supply of timber in the world is 
diminishing at a rapid rate. America 
before long will not be able to export 
timber the same as she does now. At 
present America exports timber to 
Sweden, and we were under the impres- 
sion that the supply in Sweden was inex- 
haustible. We import £18,000,000 worth 
into this country every year. Many 
honourable Members believe that this 
country ought to be able to supply as 
many articles of home production as pos- 
sible. This is one means by which that 
could be encouraged, and having regard 
to what has been done in other countries 
the necessities of our country would 
appear to have been neglected. The 
Woods and Forests Department is 
making very careful inquiry indeed as to 
whether it is possible to develop the re- 
sources of our country in this respect, 
and increase the national wealth. Pri- 
vate landowners are now going in for 
plantations, and to my own knowledge 
they find them very profitable. I have 
seen numbers of them with reference to 
the matter. But a great number of 
private landowners are unable to plant 
trees because they cannot wait for the 
result of their labours; but the State 
never dies, and can afford to wait a long 
period. I know from my own experience 
how profitable even thinnings are long 
before the trees have come to maturity. I 
hope the Government will give this 
matter their serious consideration, and 
will make a beginning under the auspices 
of the Woods and Forests Department 
with a view to extending the system as 
far as possible over the entire country. 
We hava at present no Unemployed 
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Committee sitting, but it is possible that 
before very long we may nave such a 
Committee again, and we would like to 
have something definite to lay before it 
as to the progress made with such an 
important branch of national industry. 


Mr. HANBURY: I am very much in 
sympathy with the remarks of the 
honourable Gentleman. I have no doubt 
whatever that in a large portion of Wales 
trees can be grown profitably and to the 
great advantage of the different localities. 
The Commissioners of Woods and Forests 
have taken much interest in forestry, but 
considering the extent to which it is car- 
ried on abroad I think it is one of the 
things in which this country is behind 
other nations. The Commissioners of 
Woods and Forests have engaged the ser- 
vices of the most efficient member of the 
forestry staff in India, and I know also 
they have made very careful inquiries 
abroad, especia'!-- in France, with regard 
to the system of forestry employed in 
other countries. It is to the advantage 
of the localities and tha State that the 
planting of timber should be encouraged 
as far as possible; but anybody knows 
who is acquainted with the matter that 
it is a most difficult thing where there 
are a larga number of common rights 
over property. You must practically get 
rid of every one of these rights or else 
you will not have that control over the 
property which is necessary. That 
is a very serious difficulty indeed. 
A large number of common rights 
exist nearly everywhere where there 
is Crown property, and it is very 
difficult to get rid of them. In the first 
place, there may be a complaint that we 
are dealing harshly with these persons ; 
again, many of them may not agree to 
be bought out, and even then the money 
many of them would receive would not 
represent anything like the rights they 
possess. But I will mention to the Com- 
missioners what the honourable Member 
has stated, with a view to ascertaining 
how far it is possible in certain places to 
get rid of these common rights, and to 
be able to develop timber plantations. 


*Srr C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 

Dean): The only practical plan in this 

matter is to get statutory powers over a 

portion, not over the whole, common. 
Mr. Lewis, 
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That portion can then be fenced and 
planted, and the danger of the trees being 
damaged by cattle is prevented. Very 
often the part available for growing timber 
is not the best part of the common for the 
commoners. Another advantage is, that 
the portion enclosed would pay rates, 
whereas the open portion would pay ro 
rates, and there would be a large contri. 
bution to local revenues. That is the 
only practicable arrangement. 


Mr. LEWIS: I was not arguing 
for compulsory appropriation. My 
suggestion was that the Commissioners 
for Woods and Forests should buy out 
the common rights, not compulsorily, but 
by agreement. 


Question put. 
Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed—- 


“That a sum, not exceeding £37,094, be 
granted to Her Majesty to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charges for the 
year ending 3lst March, 1899, for the 
salaries and expenses of the Works and Public 
Buildings Office.” 


Dr. CLARK: On this Vote we can 
raise the policy of the right honourable 
Gentleman with reference to matters in 
this House, and I would suggest to him 
the desirability of giving the non-smokers 
information as to what is going on in 
the House. We have only got two 
printing machines in the smoke-room 
downstairs 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: That discussion 
ought to take place on the Vote for the 
Houses of Parliament. 





Dr. CLARK: The Minister responsible 
for it is the right honourable Gentleman, 
and it is his policy to determine thes? 
things. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The proper place to 
raise that is the particular point in the 
Estimates most relevant to the matter 
which the honourable Member wishes to 
raise. It has been already so ruled 
several times. 


Question put. 


Agreed to. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £13,000, be 
granted to Her Majesty to complete the 
sum necessary to detray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
tor Her Majesty’s Foreign and other Secret 
Services.” 


Mr. DILLON: I do not intend to go 
at any length into this question. We 
have debated it nearly every year sinc: 
I entered the House of Commons, but, 
inasmuch as a great deal of this money 
has been used for certain infamous and 
abominable proceedings, and which 
were exposed in connection with a 
prosecution last year, when, as I 
firmly believe, and ‘have’ been in- 
formed on good authority, that a cer- 
tain agent of the Government was in 
Dublin, going about endeavouring to in- 
duce people to enter into a dynamite 
conspiracy, I will move a reduction. This 
agent was afterwards found out to be an 
informer, and was withdrawn without 
being placed in the witness-box and sub- 
mitted for cross-examination, in view of 
the evidence which it was known the 
defence had in court. In view of the 
employment by the Government of 
agents provocateur, whom they still em- 
ploy in Ireland, I do not think we should 
allow this Vote to go unchallenged. 
I do not intend on the present occasion 
to debate the matter at any length, but 
in order to place on record our objection 
to the system. I move that the Vote be 
reduced by £10,000. There will still be 
enough left. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £3,000, be 
granted for the said Service.” 


*Str C. DILKE: I cannot support the 
reduction moved by my _ honourable 
Friend, for reasons which I shall state 
directly, although I think he is perfectly 
right in what he says with regard to the 
apportionment of some of thismoney. The 
reason I cannot support my honourable 
Friend is that I believe that in the spend- 
ing of secret service money we are at a 
disadvantage. We do not spend enough. 
There is no great Power in the world that 
Goes not spend ten times as much as we 
do, and we are accordingly at a dis- 
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advantage. Some of us have attempted 
on this Vote year after year to obtain a 
definite promise that the Government 
would not allow secret service money to 
be spent as some of it is spent at present. 
I am not now speaking of the Irish point 
at all, but of the expenditure of secret 
service money on matters which ought 
not to be spent out of secret service 
money at all, such as additions to salaries 
and pensions—no doubt to very deserving 
persons. We have not been able to ob- 
tain a definite promise to the effect, but 
successive Governments have said they 
would discourage the practice. I know 
that we cannot get a definite promise, 
but I am sure we have the sympathy of 
the present Secretary to the Treasury in 
endeavouring to prevent the abuse of 
secret service money. I am sorry I can- 
not vote with my honourable Friend, but 
in the present state of Europe our secret 
service money should be larger than ever. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
My ight honourable Friend admits that 
my honourable Friend has made out his 
case and that some of this money is spent 
improperly as regards Ireland. There- 
fore it is only reasonable that he 
should vote against it. But he wants 
more money. My right honourable 
Friend’s contention is that there ought to 
ba more secret service money because 
foreign Governments are spending more 
than we are. But surely we have seen 
what becomes of spending money to cor- 
rupt the employees of foreign Govern- 
ments in the Dreyfus case which is at 
present agitating France. Would my 
right honourable Friend expect us to fol- 
low such an example and to go all over 
the world offering large sums of money 
to foreign officials? Wehaveno right to 
say to a foreign official: “Betray the 
secrets of your Government, and we 
will give you a large sum of money.” 
The man who offers the money is as base 
as the man who accepts it; and yet the 
right honourable Gentleman would have 
it that we are at liberty to spend money 
badly in Ireland as a recognition of the 
principle that we should spend ten times 
as much as we are spending. I am put- 
ting it, if he will allow me to say so, 
in a clearer way, but that was practically 
kis argument. I have always been 
against secret service money myself. I 
M 2 
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think, under exceptional circumstances, it 
may be necessary to spend a little ‘secret 
service money, but here we have a fund 
on which the Government can draw, and, 
as my honourable Friend the Member for 
East Mayo has shown, spend money im- 
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properly. Surely we ought not to agree 
to this expenditure, and therefore, if my 
honourable Friend goes to a Division, I 
shall vote with him. 


Mr. DILLON: I desire to make my 
position in this matter perfectly clear. 
The observations of the right honourable 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean have raised a rather interesting 
point. I remember, when we first raised 
this question, we made a distinction, and 
wanted the Government to give us an 
assurance, an honourable pledge, that 
this secret service money was to be spent 
in the service of the State abroad. ‘That 
would cover the case raised by the right 
honourable Baronet. Though I am doubt- 
ful whether secret service does not lead 
to the grossest abuse, still I admit it 
is recognised that the Government cannot 
do without it. The point of our objection 
is that this Vote is for Her Majesty’s 
foreign and other secret services, not only 
foreign, but other secret services; 
and it has been admitted that on many 
occasions the Government have refused to 
state how much of this money was spent 
at home. Now, I object to this, 
because I mentioned one particular case 
which occurred last year. I cannot my- 
self positively state that what I described 
took place, but I have no doubt whatever 
in my mind that it did. I have no doubt 
that the informer was an agent-provo- 
cateur, that he was withdrawn because 
it could be proved that he had approached 
certain young men in Dublin, who were 
prepared to swear that he had approached 
them, and invited them to join a dyna- 
mite conspiracy, and that at that moment 
and for many years before, he was in 
the pay of the Government. A few weeks 
afterwards he was put into the witness 


hox at Bow Street as a Government 
agent. I only mention that as one inci- 
dent. The poison, as I think it may be 


justly described, of manufacturing conspi- 

racies, and promoting crime, for the pur- 

pose of discovering alleged secret socie- 

ties, has been the acknowledged practice 
Mr. Labouchere. 
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of the Government and part of the police 
system in Ireland for years and years. 
The Government in Ireland and the 
authorities in Ireland do not attempt to 
deny it. It perverts the whole police 
system of Ireland, and I repeat that it is 
a poisonous and a most atrocious system. 
I wish to allude briefly to another case, 
which is swb judice, and in which, within 
the last fortnight, true bills have been 
returned against a sergeant of police. I 
do not want to say whether the charges 
made are true or false, but I am entitled 
to allude to the matter in this connec- 
tion, because the man was brought before 
the grand jury at Castlebar, and true 


bills were returned against him. What 
are the charges? I allude to them be- 
cause they strengthen my case. This 


police officer, in pursuance of his duty, 
wrote, it is alleged, a forged letter, signed 
in the name of a man who was connected 
with a political organisation, to a young 
man, asking him to meet others:in order 
to attack a certain house at night, and 
to come with his face blackened. ‘“hen, 
it is stated, the police sergeant went with 
a posse of police, and they lay in ambush 
in order to capture the party’ I do not 
say that those charges are true, but they 
represent the practice of the police, and 
by this abominable system the Irish 
police have been taught to believe that 
in the promotion of crime they are doing 
their duty if they can make out a plau- 
sible excuse that they are working 
for the discovery of what they imagine 
to be secret societies. That, in my 
opinion, is a hateful system. It is a 
doctrine which I heard denounced in my 
youth, and I have also read in the Press 
of this country that it is a system from 
which the people of this country are per- 
fectly free. I do not know whether you 
are free from it or not in this country, 
but we are not free from it in Ireland. It 
is against that system I desire to protest. 
If the views of the right honourable 
Baronet are correct, why should not the 
Government put down two Votes, one for 
the foreign secret service, and one for 
the home secret service? Then the right 
honourable Baronet could urge an in- 
crease of the foreign service Vote and let 
us attack the home secret service Vote. 
So long as this system of inducing men 
to commit crime is used in any part of 
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the United Kingdom I shall feel bound to 
go to a Division against this Vote. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, Scot- 
land): I must say I wish to sup- 
port my honourable Friend the Mem- 
ber for East Mayo. I think that for 
foreign purposes the secret service fund 
of this country is ridiculously small, be 
cause undoubtedly in many parts of the 
world it is necessary for the Government 
to be advised beforehand of movements 
of other Powers not always friendly 
to this country, and for that purpose, of 
course, @ certain amount of money is re 
quired, and the use of it cannot well be 
revesled to Parliament. But the honour- 
able Member for East Mayo has pointed 
out a way by which the views of the 
right honourable Baronet could, to a 
large extent, be met, and Ireland at the 
same time saved from the abuses com- 
mitted there under this Vote. Now, I 
know how difficult it is to get English- 
men to understand that things can 
happen in Ireland which they would re- 
gard as impossible in any other part of 
the British Empire, but as a matter of 
fact secret service money has been over 
and over again used in Ireland by the 
agents of the Government, not, I am 
sure, with the connivance of the Govern- 
ment, for the purpose of hatching con- 
spiracies, in order that they might be 
afterwards found out, Why, Sir, I re 
member the case of head-constable 
Talbot, That was a most striking and 
most terrible case. An agent of the 
Government actually swore in young 
men as members of the Fenian con- 
spiracy, went to Mass, and although a 
Protestant partook of the Sacrament in 
the presence of these unfortunate young 
men, in order to carry out his purpose 
the more effectually, and all the time he 
was going through this mockery of reli- 
gion he was swearing in members of the 
conspiracy and giving their names to tue 
authorities. That, certainly, was mon- 
strous, and I am sure no honourable 
Member would sanction it, but that is 
what has taken place, and is taking 
place to-day, and will continue to take 
place in Ireland as long as there is a 
public fund in this country to draw upon. 
For these reasons, although I agree gene- 
rally with what the right honourable 
Baronet has said as to the necessity for a 
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larger secret service fund, I am bound to 
vote with my honourable Friend, 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): The right honourable Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean seems 
desirous of imitating continental nations 
in this matter, and I can quite under- 
stand it from his standpoint ; but, so far 
as the secret service money is spent in 
the United Kingdom, I shall be very 
glad to go into the Division Lobby with 
the honourable Member for East. Mayo. 
I well remember the time when those 
wretched men known as the Walsall anar- 
chists were sentenced, and it was said, 
and I am afraid there is a great deal of 
truth in it, that this abominable system 
was at the bottom of that affair, and 
that some of those young men _ were 
duped at the hands of the police. I hate 
anarchy as much as any man in this 
House, or anywhere else, but I am bound 
to say anarchy prevails the most where 
the most secret service money is spent. 
These subterranean methods of repress- 
ing crime, which ought to be repressed 
by the ordinary detective department, 
are, in my opinion, very dangerous, and 
I shall vote most certainly with the 
honourable Member for East Mayo. 


Dr. CLARK: I think it is time to 
get an understanding as to this Secret 
Service Vote, and how the money is 
spent. We understand that a certain 
portion goes to the Army and a certain 
portion to the Navy, and a certain por- 
tion to the Foreign Office, and a certain 
portion to the Colonial Office, a certain 
portion to the Home Office, and to the 
Irish Secretary, and other departments, 
and all these departments do is to go to 
Bow Street and swear that the money 
has been spent; that is all we know 
regarding it. Now, if you are going to 
spend for secret service £50,000—let us 
say, for the Foreign Office—I think that 
ought to be put upon the Foreign Office 
Vote. Whatever amount is spent by 
each of the various offices for secret 
service ought to come into the Votes of 
those various offices, and we ought to 
know the sums that are spent; we 
do not know at present. So far asx 
we do know, the largest portion is spent 
in pensions. Perhaps the right honour- 
able Gentleman might tell us how that 
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stands, because we have often had it 
stated that this is a Pension Vote. In 
many cases there are numbers of persons 
whose names used to appear on the 
Miscellaneous Votes as refugees, and 
whose widows and children now appear 
as pensioners. Persons who are stated 
to have assisted the British Empire in 
some way or another are now placed 
on the Secret Service Vote. I think, in 
a large number of cases of that kind, we 
ought to have a good deal more informa- 
tion than we have at the present time. 


Mr. HANBURY: The first point of 
the honourable Member (Dr. Clark) is 
that Parliament ought to know how this 
money is divided between the various 
offices of the Government. I think, if 
that suggestion were carried out, the 
great object of the Secret Service Fund 
would be destroyed, and I can hold out 
no hope of its ever being acceded to. 
Another point the honourable Member 
has taken is as to whether any pensions 
are paid out of this Secret Service Fund ; 
whether any of it is given in pensions 
to persons who were provided for out of 
the ordinary Votes. I think it has been 
said by other Ministers in this House 
that the purposes to which this money 
has been applied are proper purposes for 
this Vote, and that it has not been 
diverted to any charge which ought to 
come upon another Vote. I think that 
meets the objection of the honourable 
Member as to pensions. 


*Sir C. DILKE: I do not think that 
the last remark of the right hononrabse 
Gentleman does meet the objection of 
the honourable Member, because I dis- 
tinctly state here that, in old days, pen- 
sions used to be borne on this Vote, forthe 
secrecy of which there was no reason. Of 
course, I am quite sure, as I said before, 
that the right honourable Gentleman 
sympathises with the House upon that 
point, and that anything he can do with 
the Departments in the way of not throw- 
ing pensions upon this Vote will be 
done. I should here like to allude to the 
attack which has been made upon my 
views by my honourable Friend the 
Member for Sheffield (Brightside Divi- 
sion). He said my views in respect of 
militarism were continental rather than 
British. I say that my only desire is to 
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protect this country. 
Dr. Clark. 
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Mr. HANBURY: With reference to 
what has been said by the right honour. 
able Baronet upon the pensions which 
came upon this Vote, he must have been 
referring to before 1886. In that year 
a Minute was laid before Parliament, 
which provided that a solemn declaration 
should be made that the money had been 
properly spent by the Departments. 


Mr. DILLON: As I understand, we 
have no power over this Secret Service 
Fund, and the Secretary to the Treasury 
appears to have no more power over it 
than we have. I do not believe the 
Secretary to the Treasury knows how this 
money has been expended. It has been 
expended by the Foreign and the Home 
Offices, but the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury has no knowledge of how much has 
been expended by either office. What 1 
want to know is this: has any of this 
money been used for the purpose of incit- 
ing to the commission of crime! Because 
I say it has been so spent. What indi- 
cation have Ministers given as to tha 


desire of Parliament as to the way in 


which it is to be spent? Not the slightest. 
The desire of Parliament is that it 
scould be spent in the service of the 
Empire abroad. But does that mean that 
no part of the money should be spent 
for the purpose of inciting to the com- 
mission of crime? So far as Parliament 
knows, the money might be spént in 
corrupting this House. This Vote is 
usually passed without debate, and in a 
matter of this kind we are trusting 
entirely to the honour of Ministers that 
the money is not spent in the corrup- 
tion of this House. There is no informa- 
tion given to the House, nor is there 
any safeguard as to the money being 
properly spent. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS : The state- 
ment just made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury as to this Secret Service Fund 
appears to me to show that the secrecy 
is not only agaimst this House, 
but against the Government also. 
If I understand aright, certain Depart- 
ments of the Government receive a por- 
tion of this fund, and, having received 
it, are at liberty to apply it in any way 
they please, and the Government as a whole 
has no knowledge of how it is applied. 
It may be that it is applied for purposes 
that the Government would not be able 











321 Supply. 


to defend in this House ; purposes which, 
if they came before the House, the 
Government would be bound to condemn. 
That is secret service with a vengeance. 


Dr. CLARK: None of this money 
ought to be spent in this country or 
Ireland. No money out of this fund 
ought to be used for purposes of that 
kind. This Vote was understood to be 
for foreign purposes and colonial pur- 
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should be used at home. There is 
another reason why it should not be used 
in Great Britain and Ireland for home 
purposes, and that is, in these countries 
we have the Police Fund, which is used 
for the same purpose. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 46; 
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Welby, 
Agreed to. 


On the Vote of £681,867, to complete 
the sum for public education and science 
and art in Scotland, 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): 
desire to make a few remarks on this 
Vote. This is one of the principal Votes 
for Scotland, and we have generally had 
a whole day devoted to a discussion of it. 
I have, however, no desire to trespass at 
greater length than is absolutely neces- 
sary upon the time of the Committee. 
Now, the most satisfactory point, as 
regards Scotch elementary education, is 
the average school attendance. The Lord 
Advocate has given us figures showing 
that, while the population has increased 
by 0.8 per cent., and the school register 
has increased by 1.05, the average 
attendance has increased by 2.1. That 
increase is not peculiar to last year; it 
hes been steadily going on since 1872. 
The result is most gratifying, because it 
shows that so far as the parents are con- 
cerned, they have been doing everything 
they can with a view to promote regular 
attendance. The Department has given 
us a table with regard to the average 
attendance. According to that table tne 
average attendance of infants has been 
85.56 per cent. Well, 1 venture to say 
that that is a very high percentage. But 
whilst these particulars are very gratify- 
ing in themselves, they do not really 
represent the true state of the progress, 
even as regards school attendance. in 
Forfar the average attendance is particu- 
larly high, being as much as 90 per cent. 
Now, I would point out to the Lord 
Advocate the importance, not merely of 
giving the average attendance—for that 
explains nothing—but of tabulating the 
details of the attendance year by year, 
so that we may find out what schools 
are inefficient, and in what schools the 


attendance has increased by about two 
per cent. during the past four years, and 
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I think that is exceedingly satisfactory. 
What does it point to? It points to the 
fact that the parents are performing their 
part of the duty as regards the attend-. 
ance of the children. My honourable 
Friend beside me gave voice to the preva- 
lent delusion in Scotland that children 
are leaving school at an earlier age than 
they formerly did. Now, what are the 
facts? We find, comparing last year 
with the previous year, that the number 
of children on the rolls above 13 years: 
of age has increased by 1,329. I think 
that disposes of the theory that the chil- 
dren are leaving school earlier. It has. 
been said that the children are attaining 
Standard V. at an earlier period tham 
before. Well, I cannot find any evidence 
in support of this statement, but 1 do 
find from the statistics available that the 
children are taking longer to pass the 
different standards than they did before. 
We cannot very well make a comparison 
of Scotland on the whole case, because we 
have not got all the statistics; but f tind 
that there has been a large increase of 
school attendance, and if we take Stan- 
dard III. the increase has been 10,814, 
and above Standard III. 1,910; the 
percentage has been far greater in the 
lower standards than it has been in the 
higher standards, and that shows that the 
children are being kept in the lower stan- 
dards longer than previously. And the 
Government are going to bring in 4 
School Attendance Bill, as if the fall im 
attendance were the fault of the parents. 
I venture to say that no parents could do 
more to have as many of their children 
on the school roll than the Scotch 
parents. Take, for instance, the statis 
tics for Glasgow. In that city there were, 
according to the statistics, 12,139 chil- 
dren between 11 and 12 years of age, and 
on the school rolls there were 12,004 
children. That is a deficiency of only 135 
Again, if we take children be- 
tween 12 and 13 years of age, we find, 
from the Returns, that the number was: 
12,441 in Glasgew, and on the school 
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rolls there were 9,614, a deficiency of 
only 2,827. These figures show that the 
children are really attending school, and 
that there is no foundation for the state- 
ment that children over 11 years of age 
leave school and go to work. I may tell 
the right honourable Gentleman the Lord 
Advocate that the children who pass Stan- 
dard V. at 11 years of age are the clever 
children, the children who go on to secon- 
dary education schools. The Lord Advocate 
knows that Scotch parents have a high 
appreciation of the value of education, 
and a boy or girl who makes progress at 
school is kept there as long as it makes 
progress or shows any special ability. 
The facts I have quoted show plainly that 
the parents are doing their duty, and are 
sending the children to school and 
keeping up the attendance, but they 
are not getting educational results corre- 
sponding to the increased attendance. 
It happens that hundreds are qualified hy 
examining to enter the training colleges, 
and yet they have not got room. A very 
remarkable instance was brought before 
the notice of the Department. It was the 
case of Miss Somerville, of Lanark. This 
girl was a pupil teacher, and she passed 
an, examination and received a first-class 
certificate. Well, this girl, though she 
received a first-class certificate, could not 
receive an entrance into the training 
collere because there was no room. 
Could anything be more monstrous than 
that—that a girl who had actually 
served her time, and had passed her 
examination, and had got a first-class 
certificate, could not get admission? 
What is it that my Lords answer when 
the matter is brought under their 
notice ?— 


“TI am instructed to state that an addition 
has recently been made to the number of 
students admitted to the training college, and 
my Lords are unable to say that there is a 
present prospect of these number being fur- 
ther increased.” 


Why? The increase, the Lord Advocate 
told us, does not mean an _ increased 
demand of new teachers required for the 
increased attendance. Look at the injus- 
tice of the case of this girl, who, having 
passed an examination in the first class, 
yet cannot go to be a certificated trained 
teacher. No doubt it might be said that 
one could become certificated by becom. 
ing an active teacher. But what is the 
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case? If this girl does not get into the 
training college and become a certificated: 
trained teacher, she will not get the 
employment she otherwise would get. It 
is unfair to say that a girl who has 
pushed her way, and got a first-class cer-" 
tificate, must remain an outsider, and 
go about her business after she has 
devoted her time to your service. Why 
is it there is not room in those training 
colleges? Because the policy of the 
Departinent has been to play a game of 
cutting down the supply. In regard to 
any other thing in this country, would 
the public tolerate the narrowing of the 
door of entrance to those qualifying to 
enter into it? Yet that is being done in the 
case of the training colleges by the policy 
of the Department. Every year you 
require a thousand teachers to be pro- 
perly trained to carry on your work, and 
yet your training colleges do not provide 
for more than one-half. And what is the 
result? Of course, the result is that these 
certificated teachers are in great demand, 
and that salaries are going up from 
£5 to £10 a year. They are mounting 
up simply because there is a scarcity an® 
there is a demand. The most essential 
thing of all is to keep up the supply of 
these teachers. What is you policy? If your 
policy is to superannuate a lot of them, 
you make the position worse. You might 
say yow are only going to superannuate- 
inferior ones. But that shows that it is: 
all the more necessary to have efficient 
teachers. Instead of that you are 
making no provision for increasing the 
number of efficient teachers. You are 
going to insist upon an ordinary exami- 
nation, and still further to reduce the 
number of teachers. The whole policy 
of the Department is this—that instead of 
cultivating the teachers, you are closing 
the door against their higher advancement. 
What is the result? Why, the teachers: 
are masters of the Department. What are 
the school boards to do? What do school 
boards do in the case of Scotland? Why, 
they have nothing more to do than to: 
pass estimates and salaries for the year 
and pay the teachers. They have no 
control over the teachers, and the state 
of things will be getting worse and worse. 
You give them vested interests, you give 
them superannuation allowances, and 
they will do just as much or as little 
work as they please. One of the great 


326 





‘327 


‘features in education, as in everything 
else, is competition. You Rave no com- 
petition in the case of the Board schools. 
They are a perfect monopoly. Children 
are bound to go to these schools, and to 
‘no other, and if you do not make pro- 
vision for having certificated teachers 
what is the result? The children must 
suffer. Inspectors in Scotland have com- 
plained of the inadequacy of these uncer- 
tificated and untrained teachers. They 
have deplored it, and yet all that the 
Lord Advocate tells us is this, that pro- 
vision has been made for 88 more, and 
also for 30 students—that is, 118 alto- 
gether. The increased number required 
in the incoming year to meet the in- 
creased attendance is 328. Why has he 
not kept pace with the increased demand 
for these teachers? I therefore say that 
the whole policy of the Department has 
been to play into the hands of these 
teachers, to let them get a monopoly, 
having never done anything for the pur- 
pose of increasing the standard of the 
teachers, or for seeing that every teacher 
is properly trained. I venture to sav 
that this really stands at the root of 
the whole of the education question 
‘in Scotland and in England. Every 
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word that I have said about Scot- 
land applies equally to England. 
There is no difference between the 


two countries in that respect, and it will 
be found that unless you begin to do as 
every business man would do, and that 
is to bring forward efficient persons, male 
and female, to become trained teachers, 
and give them the best education pos- 
sible, you will never succeed with educa- 
tion in this country. You should train 
more than the number required. If thev 
do not become teachers, they would add 
to the general intelligence of the country. 
‘I cannot for the life of me understand 
how it is that the Department has 
allowed this to go on for years. The 
Lord Advocate knows perfectly well it is 
not a new question. It has been brought 
forward in this House year after year, 
and nothing has been done to increase 
the number of trained teachers; and 
here is the case of this girl, doing her 
best and becoming qualified, and then 
‘having to go away, not able to enter her 
‘profession in the usual way after all the 
‘training she has undergone and all the 
-sacrifice she has made. I hope now we 
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shall have some more attention paid to 
the interests of the parents and the 
interests of the children, and that is why 
I started by first pointing out to the Lord 
Advocate the increased school attendance 
which has been going on for years; it 
was as great last year as ever, thus show- 
ing that parents are performing their 
duty ; and I think when parents are per- 
forming their duty it is the duty of the 
Department to see that instruction is 
given up to the proper standard. I 
should have been very glad if you had 
brought on your Attendance of School 
Children Bill, but of course there was no 
time for that. The children are there 
attending the schools better than they 
have ever attended, and yet education is 
going down, and going down because you 
are not having a sufficient number of 
teachers coming forward. 


Caprain SINCLAIR (Forfar) : It is not 
necessary for me to follow my honour- 
able Friend in the very exhaustive treat- 
ment which he has given to this par- 
ticular question of additional accommo- 
dation for the trairping of teachers in 
Scotland. Nor do 1 wish, Sir, to combat 
his contention that education in Scotland 
may not be making the progress that it 
ought to make; but I should like to say 
one or two words to the Committee upon 
the theory that he has put forward to 
support that view—that is to say, upon 
his remarks on the subject of attendance 
of children at school. I do not wish in 
any way to appear to dogmatise on the 
subject, which is surrounded by very 
great complications and difficulties ; but 
I do think it is very important that in 
Scotland we should really endeavour to 
come to a clear understanding as to what 
the state of matters really is. Now, my 
honourable Friend’s views are very in- 
teresting, but the first remark I would 
make upon them is this, that they are 
entirely in conflict with what must have 
been the views of the Government in 
bringing forward, in proposing to bring 
forward, the Bill to which he has alluded. 
If the Government did hold this view, 
that the parents in Scotland, and in every 
part of Scotland, were doing their duty 
in this matter of the attendance of chil- 
dren, and -that the school boards 
everywhere were equally doing their 
duty, obviously it would not have been 
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the duty of the Government to bring for- 
ward the proposals which they laid before 
the House; but I am inclined to think 
that the Government were perfectly justi- 
fied by the real state of the facts, and, 
if I may say so, I am inclined to think my 
honourable Friend is also to a great ex- 
tent justified in his criticism. The ditti- 
culty is how to reconcile these two views, 
and my impression is, though I say so 
with hesitation and not with the con- 
fidence that one ought to have in these 
matters—and it is very dangerous to 
generalise about the attendance in 
schools throughout Scotland—my impres- 
sion is that it varies considerably with 
the character of the school, and that 
while in one part of the country you have 
a very good attendance, in another part 
of the country you will have a poor at- 
tendance. More than that, even in a 
school board district you may have a 
very much better attendance at one 
school in that district than you do at 
other schools in that district, and in that, 
of course, I am precisely supporting the 
criticism of my honourable Friend, who 
much desired in order to clear up this 
point, to see the statistics. But, Sir, 
there is abundant evidence, I think, to 
show that the Government were fully 
justified by the state of things in Scot- 
land in asking the attention of Parlia- 
ment to it. In the first place it is a 
very serious criticism that is made. It 
is said that not only is there this lax 
attendance, this degeneracy in attend- 
ance, to speak, but some critics 
go further, and say that it is owing to 
our present system in Scotland. Now, 
let me say one word as to what that 
system is. By the Act of 1872, of 
course, it was the duty of the parent 
to provide elementary education for his 
children so long as they were between 
five and 13 years of age. The subsequent 
Act raised the age to 14 years. Now, 
whatever may be the limitations allowed, 
that obviously shows that it was the in- 
tention of Parliament to encourage and 
to suggest the education of children until 
they were 14 years of age. Of course, 
there have always been powers given to 
school boards to exempt children of very 
needy parents from attendance ; but the 
situation, as I understand it, at present 
is that these exemptions—and these 
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exemptions have practically become the 
rule—and the standard of the necessities 
of education, in the eyes of the people 
and of parents, certainly in some parts 
of Scotland, is not what it used to be. 
Now take, for instance, Glasgow, which 
my honourable Friend alluded to. As 
he knows, not long ago there was a 
conference of the larger school boards 
of Scotland, at which the chairman of 
the Glasgow School Board was present, 
and, as bearing on the question of chil- 
dren leaving school at an earlier age than 
used to be the case, he gave it as his 
opinion that 50 per cent. of the children 
of Glasgow who passed the fifth standard 
passed that standard and left school, 
I think, at something very little over 
11 years of age. My honourable Friend 
shakes his head. I am inclined to think 
that the increased attendance in the 
higher standard, to which my honourable 
Friend alluded, is due really to the cause 
which I have indicated, that is to say, 
that increase will be found among the 
children of the  better-to-do parents, 
parents who are more likely to keep their 
children at school, and to whom, of recent 
years, more of such facilities have been 
afforded; and this has produced that, 
to a certain extent, satisfactory result. 
But when I go for further evidence to 
the reports of inspectors and the various 
evidences of public opinion on the subject 
I find that the Government were per- 
fectly justified, from their point of z.ew, 
in bringing forward their proposals. One 
inspector suggests that the age should 
be raised, and the standard should be 
raised; another inspector says that a 
new evil is manifesting itself in the rural 
schools—that he has found in several 
country districts a reprehensible laxity 
in regard to statutory duty. He says 
there are many cases where regularity cf 
attendance is enforced, but some of the 
boards are now showing an inclination 
to let children slip from school and enter 
upon work while under the legal age and 
without passing the prescribed standard. 
There is also another interesting extract 
which I will give from the Reports, to 
the effect that sportsmen and golfers 
have no compunction in hiring beaters 
and caddies from the ranks of unfledged 
school pupils, and he suggests drastic 
measures. Another inspector says that 
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enforcing attendance at school is a task 
which country boards are very slow to 
face. That seems to corroborate the 
statement which has been made by many 
Members of the prominent school boards 
in Scotland, and it is evidently supported 
by the Secretary for Scotland, that there 
has been in recent years a very 


great increase in the demand 
for the labour of these children 
in certain parts of the  couniry. 


In Glasgow the school board chairman 
says you cannot get a boy or girl 12, or 
13, or 14 years of age for any employ- 
ment, the demand is so great. If that 
is the case, I am inclined to think my 
honourable Friend’s contention that 
parents all over Scotland are fully 
recognising their obligations is rather 
too general a statement. Now, I 
should like, if I may, to refer to 
another point, and that is this, that it may 
often be said that it does not really 
matter what our standard is; it is better 
to have a low standard and to keep to it 
than to suggest to the country an endea- 
vour to enforce by compulsion a standard 
which is condemned by public opinion. 
Now, that may be the case; but, at any 
rate, at present, we are not holding before 
the country an ideal standard of results 
in this matter of school  attend- 
ance. It is not pleasant to remember 
that we are behind foreign countries. It 
is not pleasant to remember that work 
which we had hoped would be carried out 
in recent years still remains where it did 
in the days of the Berlin Congress. For 
the reasons that I have indicated, that 
child labour has increased to a certain 
extent, and that, in some parts of Scot- 
land certainly, children do attain the 
fifth and sixth standard at an earlier age 
than they did 25 years ago, I am in- 
clined to think that we were right in 
encouraging the Government to do some- 
thing to deal with this question of school 
attendance. I daresay, when we listened 
to the Debates on English education, 
some of us thought that these things did 
not go on in Scotland ; but, as a matter 
of fact, there is evidence in Scotland of 
children going to work and leaving school 
and when they came back to evening 
classes in some cases they were found un- 
able to write their names, or they experi- 
enced great difficulty in reading, and so 
forth. So the task before us is not easy. 
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It is often objected that we are educating 
the children too much, that we had 
better take the clever children, and let 
all the others attain a moderate standard, 
and then we shall be doing right enough. 
Let us remember we are spending a great 
deal of public money on insisting upon a 
certain standard of education being com- 
pulsory, and our task is rather, in face of 
these facts, to endeavour to render Use 
standard permanent, and not merely su 
to educate these children that in two 
or three years they may have forgotten 
all that they have learnt. Now, the 
~uestion comes, is public opinion in Scot- 
land, on the whole, ready for such pro- 
posals as the Government laid before us 
a short tims ago? The English system 
is quite different. In England this matter 
of half-time or full-time employment of 
children in factory labour is regulated by 
by-laws ; that is to say, in different dis- 
tricts school boards and school attendance 
committees, under the Education Depart- 
ment, are allowed to regulate these 
matters for themselves, whereas in Scot- 
land we have one uniform compulsory 
line for half-time employment and 
another for full-time employment, anJ 
the inevitable comparison is _ limited 
between the two systems. I thing the 
great blot upon the proposals of the 
Government was the suggestion of ar 
intention to apply the English system to 
Scotland. There is no demand for it, no 
suggestion, from Scotland, and no expec- 
tation of such a change in procedure. 
Delegates of the School Boards Associa- 
tion, which I believe represents some 100 
of the principal Board schools, not long 
ago met to consider this question, and 
there is no suggestion to be found ir 
their deliberations, so far as I know, 
pointing to the adoption of the English 
system. They expected, and they hoped, 
soma of them, that the Government had 
raised the standard of education from 
the fifth to the sixth; others, I think, 
desired to increase the compulsory years 
for school attendance by one year. Soma 
of them actually hoped that both might 
be done. It seems to me there are 
obvious objections to the proposals of the 
Government. I hope the Committee will 
not think that I wish to take un their 
time in discussing this question when it 
is not now before the House, but I think 
we are entitled, in locking at the schook 
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attendance in Scotland, to compare the 
English system with the Scotch system, 
and to point out the disadvantages which 
the English system inevitably has. Now, 
there is one disadvantage which will 
occur at once, and c.at is, that there is 
conflict created by the by-iaws in 
different localities. Take a migratory 
population. You find that a man and his 
family will be under one set of by-laws 
in one district, and another set of by- 
laws in another district. Take one other 
point, where, I think, this weakness is 
more evident. It is this: in the cities, 
where the standard of education is natu- 
rally disposed to be higher, where you 
would naturally expect to find it higher, 
there the school boards have a larger 
area, and are much more likely to be 
independent of their electorate ; much 
more likely to be able to take 
a far-seeing view of such a_ subject 
as this. It is precisely there that you find 
in England the standard of compulsion 
for attendance highest. In the rural dis- 
tricts you find it lowest. Perhaps this 
criticism will be thought somewhat wide 
of the mark to-night, but we have not 
frequent opportunities in this House for 
discussing these questions of Scotch 
education; and, again, there is a 
generalisation made very often in regard 
to Scotch education from which I entirely 
demur, and that is that in every way it 
is superior to English education, and the 
system in vogue in England. One 
instance of such a mistake has been 
pointed out recently in regard to the 
system established in Wales, and I am 
perfectly certain that further examina- 
tions would disclose points in which we 
may learn a good deal from English 
systems and from English education. At 
the same time I do not think that this 
latest proposal of the Government at all 
met the expectations of the people of 
Scotland. It is surrounded with difficulty. 
It would be weak exactly where it ought 
not to be weak, and it would be strong 
exactly where strength is not needed. 
Another great objection which I have io 
the proposal, or rather to the English 
system, is this, that it withdraws from 
Parliament what has been hitherto 
regarded—and what has been the fact 





hitherto in regard to Scotland—as its 
statutory duty. This matter of regulatinz 
the standard of education should, I think, 
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be directly under the control of Parlia- 
ment. It is a great advantage that Par- 
liament should frequently be directed to 
the consideration of thts question. One 
knows very well the general tendency 
there is, the strong and_ irresistible 
tendency it seems to me, to lighten this 
House of the burden of its proper work. 
This, I think, is another instance of it. 
Whatever you do, remove things from 
discussion in this House. Whatever you 
do, avoid opportunities of lengthening the 
Debate, avoid any chance of making yet 
further claims on the time of the House. 
Everyone must have recognised that this 
tendency is evident in a good deal of our 
legislation. Of course, it is not for me, 
Mr. Lowther, to refer to other questions 
of the same kind, but this very Session 
we have had evidences of it in legislation 
which has been proposed for Scotland ; 
I mean the Bill dealing with private Bill 
procedure, which has been dropped. 
Well, Sir, I look forward with interest to 
what the Lord Advocate has to say upon 
this question of school attendance in 
Scotland, and I must say that I hardly 
think my honourable Friend’s views, novel 
and ingenious and thoroughly consistent 
to his line of argument as they were, 
were the correct views. I should be very 
slow to think that when we have the fact 
that in certain districts of Scotland there 
is undoubtedly a decrease in school 
attendance, undoubtedly a lowering cf 
the standard attained by children, 
undoubtedly an increase in labour on the 
part of children, especially of the poorer 
populations—that it was wise at such a 
time as this, or that it was possible, to 
support the view that parents are entirely 
doing their duty in this respect. No 
doubt every allowance must be made for 
parents, Often they are very needy, but 
it is not among the most needy parents 
that we find this state of things worst. 
It is rather among those whom I may 
call greedy parents, those who have least 
consideration for their children, and I 
cannot but think that the love for educa- 
tion, which is inborn in Scotland, if it 
was only encouraged and given free 
exercise, might in time overcome this 
tendency, due to degeneration, which, I 
think, undoubtedly exists. I hardly 
think my honourable Friend’s views can 
be borne out; but it is a most compli- 





cated subject; it is very difficult, very 
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dangerous, to generalise upon it, and I 
look forward with very great interest to 
any explanation the Lord Advocate can 


give. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : I do not wish 
to interfere between my two honourable 
Friends, two rival experts, in regard to 
the question of school attendance. I 
want to get some practical explanation 
bearing upon the financial statement. I 
should have liked first to have moved a 
reduction of this Vote for the purpose of 
knowing who is responsible for this 
financial statement, because one more 
difficult or more misleading I think has 
scarcely ever been put before Parliament. 
I take it we are going to have a 12s. 
Vote for every scholar, 2s, beyond the 
English one. Well, now, if we have got, 
as we estimate, over 628,000 children, 
we only have £314,000 from the 10s. 
grant. Next, we have the £40,000 under 
the Act of 1890. That is a fixed sum. 
But there is a third source of revenue, 
about which I want my first information, 
and that is: how much is the residue 
grant that comes from free education 
from the Act of 1892? Our sources of 
revenue next year to pay 12s. per head 
of the scholars, are the 10s. voted by 
this House, the £40,000 that we get 
under the Act of 1890, and the 
residue grant that we get under the 
Act of 1892. These are three sources. 
Well, now, when I turn to the statement 
I find the £314,000 for the 10s. per head 
of the scholars; I find nothing at al! 
about the £40,000; and then I find 
arrears of grant in previous years. Of 
course, there is no use my saying any- 
thing about that. It is not an arrears 
grant at all. This is simply a mis- 
leading statement. What it probably 
means is that the Treasury will give a 
supplementary grant, if necessary, of 
£21,000, and that will make the total 
of £335,000. You do not otherwise get 
12s. per head ; and that is what I want 
to know—-where the 12s. is to come 
from, and how much will be given in the 
way ofsupplementary grants? Ithink, if 


this £21,000 is the sum which is sup- 
posed to be required next year, then we 
lose by the contract the Scotch Office 
made with the Treasury at least £4,000 
a year, because, in the contract made 
last year they take £26,000. 
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this £21,000 is what the Treasury is 
supposed to give us, then that is £5,000 
that we lose during the first year. For 
the first time we have now got on this 
Estimate the Science and Art Depart- 
ment, and we have a new Vote here of 
£62,000. I am glad to see that Vote 
has increased by £4,000. In addition, of 
course, we have to consider another 
grant, not here, but administered by the 
Department, of £60,000. We are pass- 
ing a Bill by which £35,000 will go to 
the Education Department for secondary 
education. The £60,000 is to go for 
secondary education, including technical 
education, and I am afraid very little of 
that money is being spent on technical 
education ; I should like to know how 
much of it. Another point upon which I 
desire information is, under the new con- 
ditions what will be done in reference 
to the scholarships under the Science 
and Art Department? I suppose the, 
examinations will be held in Scotland, 
and the scholarships will be competed 
for by these various scholars. I do not 
know whether all the papers will go to 
London, and the determination will be in 
London; whether you are going to give 
a certain number of scholarships for 
S tland, Ireland, and England, I want 
to know what is to be done in regard to 
scholarships given to Scotch students. If 
they get one of the first-class scholar- 
ships, will they be required to go, as they 
have done in the past, to London, or can 
they utilise their scholarships in analo- 
gous schools, like those at Edinburgh 
or Glasgow, or the West of Scotland 
Technical School, or must they go, in the 
future, as in the past, to the London 
College of Science here, or to the Irish 
College, if they only get a £50 scholar- 
ship? I hope the Lord Advocate will b> 
able to tell me what is to be done in 
reference to these new arrangements. I 
think, on the whole—I may be opti- 
mistic—we have every reason to congra- 
tulate ourselves upon the development of 
our education in Scotland, both pri- 
mary, scientific, and secondary, and 
consequently, I hope, if we pass a Bill 
next year, something will be done to 
develop technical education. Young men 
from Germany and other countries in 
the world have now quite cut out the 
Scotch boy and the Scotch young man 
from the positions they used to occupy, 
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and I hope, now that we have got the 
control in our own hands, we shall be 
able to keep up the high reputation we 
have had in the past, and shall be send- 
ing Scotchmen all over the world to ‘take 
charge in the great manufacturing places 
where they have been so successful in 
the past. 


*Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: Perhaps 
my honourable Friends will allow me to 
reply, as succinctly as Ican, to the various 
questions put to me. Now, the first ques- 
tion that was raised by my honourable 
Friend the Member for Forfarshire 
yesterday was that of the audit. So far 
as the audit is concerned, I really think 
he has scarcely done us justice in the use 
of such strong language about the De- 
partment. Ido not wish to prolong this 
matter, because I have spoken about it 
on previous occasions, but succinctly I 
say, without fear of contradiction, that 
if he will look at the discussions upon 
the Bill when the clause was put in, he 
will find that I never gave the slightest 
promise that there should be what he is 
now asking for—a regular State audit 
for Voluntary schools. What I did sar 
was that I would be glad to put in some 
thing equivalent to the words of the Eng- 
lish clause, in order that the same class 
of audit should be exacted from the 
Voluntary schools in Scotland as was 
exacted from Voluntary schools in Eng- 
land. My honourable Friend, upon that, 
yesterday based a demand of a perfectly 
different character, because his speech 
yesterday was nothing less than a de 
mand that there should be a regular 
State Audit Department to audit the 
whole accounts of the Voluntary schools, 
I pointed out, upon the last occasion on 
which I spoke, and I point out again, 
that so long as the schools properly 
spend the money which they get in 
the Government grant on proper 
subjects—that is to say, do _ not 
waste it or divert it to other objects, so 
far as their trust deeds are concerned, 
that is not a matter which is looked upon 
by the auditor in the State Audit Depart- 
ment at all. What, in the case cf the 
Board schools, the State auditor, if 1 
may call him by that name, looks into, is 
to see that the schools, which are depen- 
dent on the rates, are not expending the 
ratepayers’ money upon things which 
would be ultra vires. It was pointed out, 
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on the second discussion that we had, the 
discussion which arose on the code, that 
the conditions exacted by the Education 
Department for the Voluntary school 
audit were less stringent in Scotland 
than in England, and it was said against 
me that I had not really carried out my 
bargain by not having any alteration 
made. Although, of course, I did not 
give an actual promise, I wished certainly 
to be as good as my word. The sugges- 
tion was made that we should put the 
matter exactly on the same footing as in 
“ngland. Honourable Members will 
remember that we read at that time the 
English Minute, which provided that the 
auditor should do certain things. Accord- 
ingly, there has been now an alteration 
made in the form which is set out by the 
Scotch Education Department, and there 
is a note now to the effect that the 
auditor must be a chartered accountant, 
banker, or bank agent, or some person 
specially approved by the Department. 
That is in exactly the same language as is 
used in the Minute of the English Educa- 
tion Department, and accordingly the 
total result is that, so far as the audit is 
concerned, precisely the same audit is 
exacted from the Voluntary schools in 
Scotland as is exacted from Voluntary 
schools in England; and I think | am 
absolutely entitled to say that I have 
fulfilled to the utmost the only promise 
which I made at the time of the passing 
of the Voluntary Schools Bill. The other 
question of instituting a new system alto- 
gether, and having a State Departmen» 
audit for the whole of the Voluntary 
school accounts in Scotland, is, of course, 
one which is perfectly understandable, 
but it is a very much wider question ; it is 
not contemplated; and in my judgment 
it is not a matter at all called for, 
and it would bring no attendant good in 
its train. Now, the honourable Member 
for Caithness asked me next some ques- 
tions upon finance. He, of course, is 
right about the three sources from which 
we make up the fund out of which we 
pay the 12s. There is, first of all, the 
10s. grant from the Treasury, then the 
£40,000, and then there may be—not 
always is—there may be, a balance from 
the residue grant of 1892. But he tem- 
porarily forgot, when he turned to the 
Estimate, and said, “I see the 10s. grant, 
but see nothing about the £40,000,” that 
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he was discussing an Estimate not before 
the House, and that the £40,000 could 
mot be there, because he will remember 
that the £40,000 is one of those items 
of what we have been accustomed to call 
intercepted money. 


Dr. CLARK: I only say that it should 
be placed before us in a fashion in which 
we could understand it. We might have 
a note by which these figures could be 
made understandable by an ordinary 
person. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: Really, the 
honourable Gentleman is asking a little 
too much. The Estimates are quite 
bulky enough as they are, and it is a new 
doctrine to suppose that you are to have 
a set of figures on the Estimates which 
do not belong to the Estimates at all, but 
really belong to the accounts of the De- 
partment. It would be just as reason- 
able to say that there ought to be a note 
along with the Estimates setting forth all 
the payments out of the Consolidated 
Fund. On what we are here dis 
cussing really that £40,000 could not 
be put on the Paper; it is not a 
sum which the House is asked to vote. 
lt is a sum which is assured to the 
Education Department by statute, and 
which really does not come before this 
Committee at all. So much for the 
~--,000. Then as regards the small 
balance under the Act of 1892, that is 
@ very uncertain and a very fluctuating 
sum. In many years it has been nothing 
at all. It is liable, of course, to abso- 
lutely the same observation as I made 
with regard to the £40,000, because it 
is the balance paid out of intercepted 
moneys; and you do not, and you could 
not, find mention of it in the Estimates 
for the year. As a matter of fact I may 
tell the honourable Member that for 
several years it has been nothing; one 
year it was £3,000; this year I believe 
it is going to be larger, but as a matter 
of fact it had not come in at the time 
these Estimates were framed. Of course 
‘we look upon it in the Department more 
or less as a windfall. It does not appear, 


and could not appear, in these Estimates, 
and really is not present in the calcula- 
tions for the year. 

Dr. CLARK: The sum, according to 
the last information before Parliament, 
was £3,660. 
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Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: Well, I 
happen to know about that, because as a 
matter of fact that was merely in one 
sense a windfall. There was a legal 
question raised between the Education 
Department and the Treasury upon it, 
and it was referred to me, and I decided 
that it should go to the Education 
Department, and so they got that money. 
But some years it has been nothing ; and 
this year—I now know what we did not 
know at the time these Estimates were 
framed—there will be a_ considerable 
balance. Then I think the other matter 
he wanted to know about was the 
technical education. Well, now 





Dr. CLARK: Science and art. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: Oh, yes; 
afterwards. The honourable Member 
also asked about technical education. 
Well, I think he has not observed all 
the Votes that are made in technical 
education. Practically they will all be 
found, if he looks through the various 
items of the reports which are at the 
end of the Education Report of the year, 
which gives an exhaustive description of 
how all the moneys of the Committees, 
both burgh and county, are spent. He, 
of course, will remember that, so far as 
technical education is concerned, the 
technical education money goes to county 
councils and burghs—that is to say, 
technical education, as opposed, I mean, 
to secondary education. The Education 
Department only gets £60,000 direct 
from the Treasury, but, of course, there 
is the other and fluctuating amount. 


Dr. CLARK: That is including tech- 
nical education. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: Certainly. 
The money that is practically spent on 
technical education comes mostly, I 
think, out of the fluctuating balance, 
which amounts from year to year to about 
£50,000, and of that fluctuating balance, 
I am informed that about two-thirds are 
spent on technical education. Then he 
asked about the science and art. I 
believe the facts at present to be these, 
that a temporary arrangement is made— 
the examinations are held in Scotland, 
but they are necessarily conducted by 
the Science and Art Department of the 
whole country. The division of scholar- 
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ships is at present under consideration ; 
I believe the scheme has not at present 
been finally fixed. As far as the attend- 
ance of the students is concerned, it is 
found that, at present, at any rate, the 
students themselves very much prefer to 
go to the college in London. 


Dr. CLARK: The higher ones have 
the option of going to London ; the lower 
ones are compelled. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I think 
that answers the distinct questions that 
were put to me upon the figures; and I 
now come to the other points that were 
dealt with. The honourable Member for 
Mid Lanark, who has practically spoken 
upon two subjects, contended that the 
attendance has gone on increasing, but 
that that was not accompanied by what 
he calls any improvement in education. 
He deduces that result from considera- 
tion of statistics, in which he finds it 
proved that the numbers of children in 
higher standards have somewhat de 
creased, concurrently with an increase in 
these attendances. Now, I think it is 
very unsafe to draw a deduction as to the 
quality of education from mere considera- 
tion of figures alone, and it is quite 
obvious there may be several influences 
which might interfere with the correct- 
ness of the deductions as drawn. There 
is, first of all, this question: it might 
well be a very proper proceeding on the 
part of the education authorities not to 
be too hurried in pushing the children 
through the lower standards and putting 
them into the higher. As a matter of 
fact, I think I remember in some of the 
Debates that we have had in this House 
in other years complaints have actually 
been made on the ground that there was 
too much of a hurry in getting the chil- 
dren into the higher standards. Well, 
the honourable Member for Lanark says 
that deduction is based upon this 
hypothesis, that so far as the quality of 
the education is concerned, all you have 
got to do is to count the number of 
children in the higher standards. If you 
have got many in proportion to the 
number in the lower standards, the 
education is good; if you have few in 
proportion to the number in the lower 
standards, the education is not good. 
Sir, I do not think that is a safe deduc- 
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tion; I do think it is a very dangerous 
thing to draw a deduction as io the 
quality of education based upon count- 
ing the figures of those in the higher 
standards alone. Then there is another 
thing. Attendance is very likely very 
much affected by other influences, such, 
for instance, as the spreading of secon- 
dary education, and the consequent 
decrease in the number of children at 
school of parents of what we may call 
the more easy and better classes. I am 
told that it is very probable that, to a 
certain extent at least, the decrease in 
attendance is accounted for by that fact. 
Now, of course, the honourable Member 
for Lanarkshire really called attention to 
these facts in order to table his views 
on the attendance of children at school. 
Now, I cannot help thinking I should 
scarcely be in order if I really discussed 
that question. Therefore my honour- 
able Friend will excuse me if I do 
no more than make a brief reference to 
it. I make a brief reference, also, for 
another reason, because so far as what 
may be called the merits of this legisla- 
tion in this case—as to whether levisla- 
tion is necessary—lI think the honourable 
Member for Forfarshire fairly answered 
the honourab’e Member for Mid Lanark- 
shire, because I do not think I am 
wrong when I state that the honourable 
Member for Forfarshire says that he is 
entirely an advocate for the necessity of, 
[ will not say the Government proposals, 
but for proposals of that sort, although, 
of course, he does not quite agree with the 
form in which those proposals were put. 
I would like to say one thing, make one 
remark, which, in the contest which the 
two Members had, was not made by 
either, but which, I think, goes in favour 
of the Government proposal. _It is this, 
that honourable Members will remember 
that those proposals were voluntary and 
not compulsory. If the honourable 
Member for Lanark is right, in the teeth 
of what I think is a very hazardous de- 
duction—because I take it the deduction 
he drew was that by an application of 
the statistics of Glasgow he found out 
the condition of school attendance all 
through Scotland, which, I think, is a 
statement that was only to be made to 
show the danger of it—if he was right, 
why then, of course, he will know that 
if the Government Bill were passed at 
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this moment, the school board, who, after 
all, are the best judges of the educational 
needs of their own locality, of course, 
would not find it necessary to make any 
alteration of the by-laws at all, because, 
if the honourable. Member for Mid 
Lanark is right, it is all an illusion to 
suppose that the children do not really 
stay at school, and that this period of 
interregnum—the interregnum between 
the school age and the working age— 
which would follow if these proposals 
are introduced, is merely the result of 
a diseased and disordered fancy. Accor- 
dingly the fact that that provision of the 
yovernment is optional and not compul- 
sory seems really to be the salvation of 
both my honourable Friends. As I 
say, I will not discuss this at any length. 
Now, the honourable Member for Forfar- 
shire rather cbjects to this being done 
by by-law and not by statute. The 
proper way to attain to that is by the 
Bill before the House. I have no 
doubt he will live to see the Bill intro- 
duced. 


Captain SINCLAIR: My method of 
argument was simply to compare the 
English system with the Scotch system, 
which is suggested, no doubt, by the Bill, 
which, I think, is perfectly germane to 
this discussion on such an occasion a3 
this. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I did not 
raise any point of order. 


Captary SINCLAIR: I only wished to 
inform the House. I do not wish to 
trespass on their time unduly. 


* Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I only wish 
just to say this, that of course, if there is 
a uniform and compulsory standard, it 
will be necessary to treat every district 
in just the same way. The real justifi- 
cation of the introduction of the clause 
in the system is this: that the difficulties 
of different neighbourhoods are very dif- 
ferent, and you cannot expect neighbour- 
boods which are surrounded with difficul- 
ties to go to the height that is possible 
in other places which are more favourably 
situated. Accordingly, if you do not 
want your system to break dewn alto- 
gether, you are bound, if you adopt a 
compulsory statute system, to graduate 
that system to what we may call the 
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weakest link of the whole chain. If we 
go ‘by by-law you do allow a certain 
elasticity to be introduced as to the 
neighbourhood, and that, I think, is a 
justification for the Government pro 
posals.. Now, I have cnly one other 
word to say before I conclude. It is 
with reference to this matter of ihe 
training colleges. The honourable Mem. 
ber for Lanark, I think, has scarcely 
done justice to the proposal of the De- 
partment, because, I suppose, even in his 
view, the proposals might have been 
worse because they might have been 
nothing. As it is, they have moved 
to a certain extent in the direction he 
wishes. I think in his speech he for- 
got one thing, which is, that these train- 
ing colleges are the establishments of the 
Government. They are private establish- 
ments really aided by the Government. 
Yet the honourable Member indulged in 
a denunciation of the Government because 
of the difficulty in which a certain lady 
was put. I am very far from wishing 
the House to understand I have no sym- 
pathy with a lady who, it seems, is 
very anxious to follow a certain career, 
ard seems qualified for it, wiio does not 
find the fates propitious, and does not 
seem to find room in a certain institu- 
tion which she wishes to get in; but 
I am bound to say that that applies 
to many persons of both sexes in all 
departments of life. I go back again 
to say that these colleges are, after all, 
private enterprises, despite what the 
honourable Member has said to show that 
there is any duty on the State to pro- 
vide places in them for all the teachers 
who desire to come forward. I think 
he has shown the efforts the Department 
have made in the direction advocated. 
I hope with this explanation the Com- 
mittee will now allow us to get the Vote. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Sir, I am surprised 
at the haste in which this Vote is wanted. 
Why, it has not occupied more than two 
and a half hours altogether, and of that 
time the Lord Advocate has taken about 
an hour. Here is a Vote which, under 
the old system, you would have had a 
whole night to discuss. We are told 
that this is a new system of Supply 
which is beneficial. I do not see where 
the benefit comes in, if we are to he 
hurried in this way in regard to a Vote 
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affecting a most important matter in 
Scotland. What is the hurry? 


Tue CHAIRMAN (Mr. J. W. Lowruer) : 
Order, order! We are discussing Supply. 
Will the honourable Member confine his 
remarks to that. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Very well. The 
Lord Advocate, to take up his last point, 
that of the training colleges, says the 
State are under no obligation whatever 
to provide training colleges for those who 
have passed through the ordeal of pupil 
teachers and who wish to enter their 
profession as teachers. I venture to say a 
more extraordinary statement never was 
made from the Treasury Bench. To say 
that pupil teachers, who have undergone 
the whole of the education requisite to 
qualify them to pass examinations requi- 
site to qualify them to go into a training 
college—to say that these people who 
have done that have no claim whatever 
on the Government to demand admission 
into a training college is, I venture to 
say, the most extraordinary thing that 
could ever be uttered from the Treasury 
Bench. To say that the State is no more 
bound to provide training colleges for 
the teachers than to provide for any 
other profession or walk in life is a most 
extraordinary statement to come from a 
Treasury Bench. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The State 
does not provide colleges now. 


Mr. CALDWELL: The Lord Advocate 
says the State does not provide colleges 
now. The Lord Advocate knows perfectly 
well that every penny of the expenditure 
of these training colleges is borne by the 
State. He knows that the whole expen- 
diture—every copper of it—at the 
present moment, although nominally in 
the hands of denominations in Scotland, 
in reality comes out of the Imperial 
Treasury, and is borne on these Esti- 
mates—every penny of it. Why is it that 
you have admitted that responsibility 
to provide State training colleges?—and 
you have admitted that responsibility. 
Upon what principle can you say you are 
not to fulfil your responsibility according 
to the circumstances and the exigencies 
of the occasion? It is a most extra- 
ordinary position. What is the use of 
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education at all, of spending money on 
an educational system, if you are not +o 
have properly trained teachers qualified 
to carry on the work of education? I 
venture to say that the whole key to 
education in the country is the having 
properly educated, trained, certificated 
teachers; and your own inspectors 
point out the great inferiority of 
those who are not in the train- 
ing colleges—the want of more 
training colleges—and you are giving 
money every year just now—your Bill 
before the House at the present moment 
is to give more money—with the view of 
increasing the teaching of secondary edu. 
cation in your elementary schools. Yet, 
notwithstanding all that, you are making 
no provision to supply the requisite 
teachers trained for the purpose of carry- 
ing that out. And the Lord Advocate 
took no notice of the statistics. He did 
not say whether the accommodation of 
the training colleges was, or was not, suf- 
ficient. That is the contention we main- 
tain—that the accommodation in these 
training colleges is not one-half of the 
requisite amount—not half what is 
required—and we insist that if the 
denominational training colleges are not 
sufficient to provide that accommodation, 
you must provide that accommodation 
by the State. Let me tell the First Lord 
of the Treasury what is the case of this 
lady I have referred to. Let me tell him 
of this case. It is this: here is a lady 
who has passed her examination as a 
pupil teacher, and she has passed an 
examination for admission into the train- 
ing college. 





Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 
honourable Gentleman is not entitled to 
repeat again and egain the same thing. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I was merely refer- 
ring to what the Lord Advocate said. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! ff 
any other Member spoke of it, he might 
equally claim to repeat the story to him. 
He is not entitled by the rules of the 
House to do that. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I must bow to the 
rules of the House. But, at any rate, the 
Lord Advocate did not meet the case 
which I presented. He put it in this 
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way: here was the case of a lady who 
had no possible claim to be admitted to 
a training college—that she suffered no 
injustice because she did not get admis- 
sion to a training college. He did n.it 
meet the case that was presented at a!!. 
It was this, that this pupil teacher had 
passed the whole of her course as pupil 
teacher. She had passed the whole of 
her examinations to get into the training 
college ; she has passed in the first-class 
division, and the second-class divisioa 
was quite competent to admit her. What 
had she done therefore? Encouraged by 
the State she had become a _ pupil 
teacher ; she had passed the examination 
which was prescribed, and she passed in 
the first-class division of that examina- 
tion, and the second class qualifies fur | 
admission to the college, and she did not | 
get admission. Why did she not get | 
admission? Simply because there was no 
room. There was no other reason. 
Simply because there was no room. She 
is kept out of that position simply 
because there is no room, 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 
honourable Member goes on repeating 
the same thing over and over again. If 
he goes on repeating it I shall have to 
call on him to resume his seat. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I venture to say, 
Sir, at any rate, that we have had no 
explanation whatever from the Lord 
Advocate which is at all satisfactory why 
the State should not provide train- 
ing colleges for those who have 
passed these examinations. Then with 
regard to the other matters that were 
referred to—the matters of statistics. The 
Lord Advocate says the question of satis- 
tics does not matter; that they cannot | 
possibly prove anything. Well, what is 
the use of statistics at all if they are | 
not proving anything? He used statistics | 
himself about Glasgow, about the chil- | 
dren of 11 and 12 years. We have not | 
got the statistics—certainly we have not 
got the statistics of Scotland, but that is 
not our fault. What I point out is that 
you have got education going on in 
Scotland, you,have an attendance much 
higher in Scotland than it is in any other 
part of the United Kingdom, you find the 
children remain longer at school, and yet 
the higher subiects are not being passed 
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there corresponding with that increased 
attendance. There has been no explana- 
tion given, no explanation whatever; 
there has been no contradiction of the- 
statistics. Now, I venture to say that, so 
far as any statistics have been presented 
to us, we have no statistics whatever. 
This is an attempt which is being mado 
to get through this Vote as fast as pos- 
sible in order to prevent any possible- 
discussion. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tus TREA 
SURY: I am sure [ have no 
desire to shorten the discussion upon 
this Vote. The only reason that L 
desire it should be taken quickly is that 


| there are other questions in connectiom 


with this Vote upon which honour- 
able Members desire to speak, and | 
am desirous that they may have an. 
opportunity of dealing with these ques- 
tions. 


Captain SINCLAIR: The right hon- 
ourable Gentleman has reserved his de-- 
fence on the proposed adoption of the 
English system in regard to.the attend-. 
ance of children at school. ‘Nothing he- 
has said has shaken me in my belief. 
that there is not sufficient ground for 
the adoption of that system in Scotland. 
He said that no doubt different parts 
of the country have different peculiari- 
ties. If you follow that out to its 
logical conclusion you would make it 
perfectly impossible for us to have a 
uniform system of any kind. I shalk 
not oppose that subject further now, 
but I desire to say that under this sys-- 
tem of audit there is not the same pro- 
tection for the taxpayer in the case of 
Voluntary schools in Scotland as there 
is in the case of Board schools, and im 
order to lodge a protest against the 
system I move to reduce the Vote by 
£100. 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanark, N.E.): I do 
not think the explanation of my right 
honourable Friend is at all relevant to 
the subject. When the funds are found 
by the Government, surely there ought to: 
be adequate accommodation for all whe 
are competing to enter the teaching” 
profession, and, in my opinion, having: 
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xegard to the necessity of doing so, the 
Government ought to find room ; but I rise 
mainly in order to emphasise the necessity 
of an attempt being made to take up 
the important question of technicai 
education in Scotland. That it is in- 
pertant is shown by the fact that the 
ccmpetition of foreign countries is be- 
«cming every day more and more serious, 
and unless we have a thoroughly good 
system of education we cannot hope to 
retain the position we have hitherto 
held in commerce. I would suggest 
to the Lord Advocate that he should 
take steps, either by appointing a Com- 
mittee or a Sub-Committee, to take the 
whole question of the system of technical 
education in hand, and that he should 
bring forward some scheme to deal with 
one of the most important branches oi 
education in Scotland. 


Dr. CLARK: I should just like to 
make one or two remarks upon this 
matter. Too much must not be said 
upon the division with regard to science 
and art between England and Scotland, 
because this is the first year of its trial, 
and it would not be fair. Now, with 
regard to the training college, I notice 
that we have 240 male students, and 
that we have 695 female students going 
through the training college. The only 
explanation, so far as I can see, as to 
the preponderance of female students, 
is that a large number of the 
male students do not go through the 
training college, but go through the 
Dniversities and take their degrees 
there. The result is that the male 
students go through the Universities, 
while the female students are crowded 
together in the training college. Now, 
{ think that something ought to be 
done to develop the system of Univer- 
sity education for female students, and 
the granting of degrees to ladies. 


Mr. CALDWELL: With regard to the 
male students who pass through the 
Universities the number which is re- 
turned is 40, and therefore the explana- 
tion of my honourable Friend would nut 
seem to be a good one. There is an- 
other point I wish to refer to, a very 
important point, and that is the ques- 
ticn of finance. The Committee will 
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remember, when the Voluntary Schools 
Act for Scotland was before the House, 
what the right honourable Gentleman 
stated was that Scotland was to receive 
from the Imperial Exchequer £26,000, 
such sum ‘being required to make up 
the 12s. grant. Now, what we want 
to know is this—you are now giving us 
the balance, the probable balance, cf 
£12,000; the total sum required to 
bring up the grant from 10s. to 12s. 
upon 620,000 children is about £62,000 
—what we want to know is: are you 
going merely to take out of the Imperial 
Treasury this difference—the £10,000 or 
£12,000, whatever the amount may be— 
or are you going to give us the whole 
£26,000 with which you are debiting 
us, and which you have said we are 
going to get under the education grant? 
I venture to say we ought to have the 
whole £26,000 from the Treasury as 
a fixed quantity, and leave units to 
be made up afterwards. 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY : I wish when 
the honourable Gentleman quotes my 
words he would give the exact text. 
Had he done so the Committee would find 
that I never promised £26,000 out of 
the Imperial Treasury. What I did say 
was that the right honourable Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
promised on behalf of the Treasury to 
make good the sum of money, whatever 
it might be, necessary to bring the grant 
up to 12s. in place of 10s. It is quite 
true that we are getting a larger amount 
than usual under the grant of 1892, but 
we are not getting £26,000. That 
figure was mentioned by me, probably 
upon the figures supplied me, as an esti- 
mate. It is quite true, with the expan- 
sion of people and the greater number 
of children, that in subsequent years we 
shall have to call upon my right honour- 
able Friend to increase the amount, but 
at present the only promise he makes to 
us is that he will increase the grant and 
bring it up to 12s., and that is all we 
can at present ask him to do. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Supposing you give 
us this £12,000 this year, you only re 
quire £11,000, about, to make up. Do 
I understand that the position now is 
that it is only £11,000 which the Chan- 
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exactly as the right honourable Gentle- 


man the Lord Advocate stated, and it | 


was estimated that a sum of £26,000 | 
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of £26,000 all that will be required is 


Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 38; 


gation, and now we find that instead! Noes 88.—(Division List No. 283.) 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Burns, John 

Cawley, Frederick 

Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Gourley, Sir Edward T. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale 
Hazell, Walter 

Lambert, George 

Lewis, John Herbert 


Ambrose, William (Middlesex) 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J. (Wance’r) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H. (Brist’]) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bucknill, Thomas Townsend 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cornwallis. F. S. W. 
Curzon, RtHn.G.N.(LancsSW) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 


The Vote to complete 


£4,400 in aid of the maintenance of the | 
National Gallery, School of Art, 


Museum of Antiquities, Scotland, was 
agreed to. 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

O’Connor, A. (Donegal) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) | 


NOES. 


Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William . 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) | 
Godson, Sir A. F. 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) | 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. RR. | 
Loder, G. W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) | 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’)) | 
Lowe, Francis William 


Lowles, John 


the sum of 


and | 





; Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
| Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
| Wedderburn, Sir William 


Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Hudd’rsf'ld). 


Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Captain Sinclair and Mr. 
Caldwell. 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Macartney, W. . Ellsor 


| McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 


McKillop, James 


| Monk, Charles James 


More, Robert Jasper 


| Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute} 


| Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sidebotham, J, W. (Cheshire) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wylie. Alexander 

Wyndham, George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


On the Vote to complete the sum of 
£600,781 for salaries and expenses of the 
Department of Science and Art, 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): TI 
desire to call the attention of the Com- 
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mittee to the fact that there has been 
lately made by the Department a change 
in the system of distributing grants in 
connection with the Science and Art 
Department. Up to lately the amount 
paid by way of grant to a class or school 
was paid direct to the schools or classes 
individually, in respect of work done, and 
in proportion to the amount of work 
done. Now in place of that system 
there is an arrangement whereby the 
grants are to be handed over in the future 
in a lump sum to a most unsatisfactory 
kind of local authority which has come 
into existence in some 30 parts of the 
kingdom, and which has no statutory 
sanction, but which has been approved 
by the Science and Art Department, an 
authority composed of school boards, 
corporations, and county councils. I 
regard it as very important that there 
should be established in this country a 
local authority upon secondary and tech- 
nical and elementary education. But if 
that be not possible, then there should 
be established in every administrative 
county or county borough an authority 
to administer all public funds received 
by schools in respect of technical and 
secondary instruction. I wish to put to 
the right honourable Gentleman in 
charge of the Department that this ar- 
rangement has not been a good one at all, 
and that it has caused considerable feeling 
which is far from inducing friendly co- 
operation in any given area between the 
persons having to deal with secondary 
and technical instruction. What has 
been done is to set up a system which, 
as the right honourable Gentleman will 
find out, will prevent any impartiality 
in the future. For instance, you have 
the school board at the throat of the 
Technical Education Committee, and you 
have the school board against the town 
council. That is not what I would desire 
to see. What I would like to see is all 
these bodies working together as a joint 
board, as at Manchester. At Burnley 
and Bradford, for instance, there is not 
the sympathetic working and hearty co- 
operation found that is found at Man- 
chester. At Manchester the voluntary 
rate was earned, and it was decided that 
the three authorities I have referred to 
should be equally represented upon the 
joint board. At Bradford and Burnley 
they are not equally represented; the 
school board is not equally represented 
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with the others, and the Science and Art 
Department has refused to interfere. The 
right honourable Gentleman has said that 
all he has to do is to approve the arrange- 
ment come to locally. I ask him to de- 
cline to approve the local arrangement 
which is not satisfactory. What I want 
to put to him most strongly is this, that 
he must prepare the way for a satis- 
factory system of local control, more by 
refusing to agree to these unsatisfactory 
arrangements than by approving them. 
Now what has been the policy of the 
Science and Art Department! It has 
been a despairing effort to retain to itself 
the central authority. In order to do 
that they have started to hold public 
inquiries, which differ from those which 
they used to hold in the fact that they 
are conducted more privately. Now I 
heard the right honourable Gentleman’s 
speech about the immense importance 
and also the necessity of better instruc- 
tion, technical and commercial, in this 
country, and I believe he is perfectly 
honest in what he has said, but I want 
to point out to him that the bodies which 
have done the most to procure a good 
commercial edycation for the sons of the 
people of this country are the school 
boards which have set up higher class 
Board schools, and it is owing to them 
that the technical and commercial instruc- 
tion in a higher degree is so satisfactory. 
Aow, the school boards say— 


“We have, rightly or wrongly, responded 
to a local call to meet a national need; 
hitherto, we have provided instruction for the 
children of the better-off artisan, and the 
lower middle class in towns; we have estab- 
lished a kind of vested right, and desire that, 
when the new authority for secondary and 
technical education is set up within an area 
by statute or by local arrangement, under 
Departmental Minute, what we have done and 
what we are doing, shall be recognised in the 
constitution of this authority.” 


If the right honourable Gentleman will 
only see that on these authorities the 
school boards shall have a fair share of 
representation—the share suggested by 
the Royal Commission on Secondary Edu- 
cation—then I think all the friction to 
which I have referred will pass away. 
School boards, with leading members of 
which I have conversed on the subject, do 
not desire that the present state of things 
shall continue, and have no wish to 
occupy the position of dog-in-the-manger, 
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but they do complain that they have not 
been fairly recognised by town councils 
as members of education committees. 
Then, when they have gone to the Science 
and Art Department, hoping to receive 
justice in this matter, hoping that the 
central authority would rectify such in- 
justice as local feeling may have pro- 
duced, the Vice-President has taken up 
the attitude that all he has to do has 
been to approve of what has been done 
locally. But I submit to the right 
honourable Gentleman, and to the Com- 
mittee, that, for the sake of harmonious 
and complete educational development, 
paving the way for setting up a statu- 
tory local authority over the area, that 
you would do well to consider the matter, 
and, taking a strong line, say that you 
will henceforth recognise no association 
whatever that does not give full repre- 
sentation to school boards. If the right 
honourable Gentleman will only do that 
I feel that this friction will pass away 
with good results, but I venture to say 
that, as things are at present, the atti- 
tude of the Department is laying up for 
itself stores » f trouble, that will hamper 
and hinder to a large extent the develop- 
ment and fruition of the education 
system I desire. 


Mr. BRIGG (York, W.R., Keighley) : 
The worst part of the charge against the 
new arrangement appears to be that cer- 
tain bodies have not a proper share of re- 
presentation upon the local body distri- 
buting the grants, which they equally 
ought to have. Well, the honourable 
Gentleman who has just spoken did not 
name those bodies ; nor do I; but, at the 
same time, I admit that it is desirable 
that there should be fairly equal repre- 
sentation, I do not wish to say what it 
should be, and I do not think the honour- 
able Member himself would be prepared 
to define the exact proportions which the 
various bodies ought to have, including 
trustees of charities, grammar schools, 
and endowed schools. As has been 
already mentioned, Manchester appears 
to have done away with a great deal of 
friction which used to occur, and in other 
cases it only requires a little manage- 
ment, I think, on the part of those con- 
cerned, with hints and suggestions from 
the central authority, and also a little 
consideration for one another on the part 
of local bodies, to arrive at a satisfactory 

Mr. Yorall. 
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solution in any area, I do not deny the 
claim put forward by the honourable 
Member for Nottingham, that board 
schools have done most of the work of 
recent educational development ; but, as 
far as Ican gather from the Report, they 
have only some 43 efficient high-grade 
board schools—a small number com. 
pared with the large number of commit- 
tees in existence who take their instruc- 
tions from the Department. In a few 
places there seems to be, I will not say 
friction, but some little difficulty in re 
gard to the distribution of money by the 
county council committees. So far as I 
can learn, the Department is perfectly 
within its rights in seeking to devolve 
on any body of persons who are willing 
to constitute themselves into a commit- 
tee the allocation of these funds for edu- 
cational purposes, but of the members of 
a large county council it is always pos 
sible to select men of experience end 
capacity for such a committee, and when 
it is remembered that half the members 
elected on some of the existing schosl 
boards are put there for the purpose of 
hindering the work of the school |oards, 
it is not to be wondered at thai the com- 
mittees now elected by the county coun- 
cils compare favourably with school 
boards. If the Department can by any 
means suggest some way whereby the 
authorities can be controlled, that 
they shall work without friction, it will, 
as far as the large towns are concerned, 
simplify matters very much. 


Mr. MORE (Shropshire, Ludlow) 
said he desired to support the applica 
tion of the Shropshire County Council 
for the 6-inch geological survey of the 
Science and Art Department, with the 
memoir which accompanied it. The 
expense would be comparatively small, 
and the memoir, in particular, would be 
of great advantage to the county. 


SVU 


On the return of Mr. Speaker, after 
the usual interval, 


Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): In asking 
you to consider the administration of the 
science and art teaching I need not 
detain you for more than a moment or 
two, because the case has been very fully 
entered into by my honourable Friend. 
I for one subscribe most heartily to what 
has been said. I do not think that it 
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should be supposed that, in venturing 
to criticise this most important clause, we 
are making any carping attack. The 
Committee will remember that when we 
had the Bill of 1896 before us our 
greatest trouble was the proposal for 
secondary education. It was thefi thought 
desirable that the relative positions of 
the school board and the county council 
should not continue. Now, I think there 
is something more substantial than the 
pride of the school board in this matter. 
I am quite sure the Vice-President will 
be disposed to agree with me that, if 
any authority formed a board of secon- 
dary education, it is most desirable that 
it should be thoroughly representative. 
I have no doubt myself that large sums 
of money have been thrown away through 
lack of knowledge on the part of the 
secondary education authorities of the 
curriculum and the possibilities of our 
elementary schools. Schemes for scholar- 
ships are formed, but that can only be 
properly done by having full representa- 
tion on that body of the various authori- 
ties in the district. I am aware that in 
some large centres there will be no school 
board whatever, but that is no reason 
why we should not have some representa- 
tion on the authorities which would in 
future have to distribute the science and 
art grant, and which would have to dis- 
tribute the whole of the grant made by 
the State for the purpose of secondary 
education. I want the Vice-President to 
understand that I for one am certainly 
not objecting to the attempt now being 
made by the Education Department to 
form in every administrative county and 
county borough one authority for the 
control of secondary education. The 
House of Commons failed to do it by 
legislation, and I for one am heartily 
glad the Department is trying to get it 
by administration. I for one wish them 
all success in their endeavour. We wish 
that in the doing of it care might be 
taken that the whole of the persons 
interested are fully represented on these 
authorities, that those who are control- 
ling primary education shall have full 
representation on the boards of govern- 
ment for secondary education, in order 
that we may avoid that which has taken 
place in the past—waste of labour and 
waste of money. Judging from the 
representations made from various dis- 
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tricts of the country, a large amount of 
friction has arisen in the administration 
of these classes. There is a belief, 1 
know, that the Science and Art Depart 
ment is endeavouring to get into its 
hands the control of secondary education. 
I for one believe that that opinion is 
altogether without foundation. I do not 
believe that Parliament will ever allow 
the Science and Art Department to have 
control of secondary education. I am 
afraid it is almost too much to hope 
that we may have in the future one 
authority for primary and secondary 
education. Every care should be taken 
that the new authority for secondary 
education shall work in complete har- 
mony with those who are dealing with 
primary education. I know that most 
of the school boards justly pride them- 
selves upon their excellent higher grade 
schools, and I know some of the good 
work those schools are doing. But we 
must not see the work of secondary 
education impeded through any injured 
amour propre of the school boards. I 
do also realise that there are certain 
of our large Voluntary schools equally 
doing work which will be criticised in 
districts where there are no school boards 
in the large towns. There are cases in 
which the teachers of the London School 
Board have been trained in the Volun- 
tary school. We have heard a great deal 
during the past year of the lack of repre- 
sentation on the school board. I submit 
to the Vice-President that there is also 
this to be considered, that wherever the 
school board does not adequately repre- 
sent the primary education of the dis- 
trict some meeting should be called of 
those who have the control of other 
forms of primary education to secure 
seats on the board. I for one am 
desirous of seeing this principle extended. 
I believe that nothing would confer a 
greater boon upon the country or tend 
more to the extension of commercial edu- 
cation, which is probably our greatest 
need at the present moment. Technical 
education in its industrial sense is now 
being fully represented in the great tech- 
nical institutes and higher grade schools 
of the country. It is doubtful whether 
we are not overdoing it. The particular 
phase of education in which we are most 
lamentably in arrear is the commercial 
side of technical education. That is the 
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phase in which we are most defective. 
It is a phase of educational life in which 
these newly-formed educational authori- 
ties may be of the greatest service. It is 
a matter of such extreme importance 
that I venture to hope that the Com- 
mittee will not regret for a moment the 
time which has been expended in bring- 
ing the matter before the Vice-President, 
not with any idea of personal criticism, 
but simply in the hope of strengthening 
his hands. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I would like 
to ask the Vice-President two questions. 
One is a question of policy. There has 
been a great increase this year in the 
administration. It is one of the badly 
administered Departments. Here we 
have a number of pluralities—clerks who 
ought not to go beyond £350 getting 
£500. There is a whole class cf new 
clerks, and the Vote has been increased 
from £17,000 to about £20,000. Two 
or three of the old conditions still con- 
tinue. One, I think, ought not to con- 
tinue very much longer. That is the 
Dublin director. He has resigned with 
a pension of £430 a year. He has done 
his duty, I have no doubt. He got £800 
a year as the director of the Museum of 
Science and Art, and he acts as secre- 
tary of the Royal College of Science in 
Dublin. He also got an appointment on 
the Geological Survey. Now we have 
a Director-General of the Geological 
Survey, and one would think one would 
be quite sufficient. In addition to that 
he has another office; he gets £800 a 
year as Surveyor-General. This is one 
of the favourite Votes of the Secretary 
to the Treasury. He is not here, I regret 
to say, otherwise I should have liked to 
have asked him why we have got all 
these sinecures and pluralities, and why 
men are getting 50 per cent. more than 
the maximum salary laid down by the 
Civil Service regulations. I want to 
know why the administration has in- 
creased so much, and why you want so 
many clerks. 


Str J. GORST: The increase in the 
administration is to be found in the new 
clerks of the second division. A good 
many savings have been effected in other 
directions. The permanent staff has 
been increased, but the temporary 
reduced. 


writers have been probably 
Mr. Gray. 
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With reference to clause 7, that does not 
relate to secondary education, but to the 
science and art grant. It relates en- 
tirely to Voluntary schcols, and no 
manager of any existing school need 
come under it unless he chooses. No 
school board or higher grade school who 
receive any kind of assistance from the 
Science and Art Department need come 
under it unless they choose. All the 
county councils carrying on any kind of 
science and art education have their 
rights reserved. No one now engaged in 
giving science and art instruction need 
come under that clause. The friction in 
the administration of the Act has arisen 
from one quarter. It was not a spon- 
taneous objection, but an organised ob- 
jection by a body called the Association 
of School Boards, which has entirely mis- 
apprehended the purpose of this clause, 
and which has disseminated a good deal 
of misleading information to its con- 
stituent school boards. So far as I 
have been able to gather, the objections 
were two. First of all, it is asserted that 
the Department is proceeding without 
statutory authority. That is true. In 
the administration of this Vote the De- 
partment is not under any statutory 
authority. The grant is administered 
under the terms of the Vote which the 
Committee is about to give, under the 
control only of the Treasury and accord- 
ing to the rules which the Science and 
Art Department make for themselves, 
which they publish to the world in their 
directory. It is the pleasure of Parlia- 
ment to allow this Vote to be adminis- 
tered without statutory authority. So 
long as that obtains the Department can- 
not quote statutory authority for any- 
thing they do. The other objection that 
has been made is that in endeavouring 
to economise the Science and Art Depart- 
ment is forestalling the action of Parlia- 
ment. Those who have studied the 
Secondary Education Bill brought in by 
the Lord President in another place will 
see that it is not contemplated by the 
Bill to create any local authorities for 
secondary education. If anything is to 
be done in attempting to co-ordinate 
existing authorities until Parliament in- 
terferes it is quite clear that a long time 
will elapse before any remedy is likely to 
be provided for the unfortunate over- 
lapping and confusion which is said to 
exist. Honourable Gentlemen have 
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rather complained about the Department 
because they have no statutory authority. 
Not one of those bodies has been recog- 
nised as responsible for science and art 
instruction until an inspector of the 
Department has been down and person- 
ally conferred with the members of the 
proposed body, and has pointed out to 
them the desirability of giving a proper 
representation to those in the district 
who were actively engaged in the promo- 
tion of science and art education. I am 
bound to say that that advice has gene- 
rally been listened to, and that the com- 
position of those bodies has been altered 
in accordance with the views of the 
Department, so that speaking of them 
generally they are representative in their 
dharacter, and are not confined to mem- 
bers of the Technical Instruction Commit- 
tee. Well, now, I am very glad to say 
that, so far as our experience has gone, 
this experiment has been very successful. 
The plan has been adopted in a very 
large number of counties in England, and 
fresh counties are continually making 
applications to be recognised as the 
authority responsible for the science and 
art education of their districts. I am in- 
formed that Wales will come in en bloc, 
while the county of Lancashire and the 
West Riding of Yorkshire have adopted 
the scheme, and that, so far as the other 
counties are concerned, there is every 
probability that it will be substantially 
adopted, as a whole, to the great advan- 
tage, I think, of science and art educa 
tion. A considerable number of county 
boroughs also have adopted the plan, 
some which have school boards, and some 
which have not; but I cannot say that 
the success of the scheme in the county 
boroughs has been as great at present as 
it has been in the administration of the 
counties. tnere has been the objection 
organised by the Association of School 
Boards, which has caused a great number 
of school boards to hold aloof, and at 
present there is a very large number of 
county boroughs who still hesitate to 
adont this plan. But let me just call the 
attention of the Committee to the state 
of things which now exists in these 
county boroughs. You have two distinct, 
and very often rival, authorities, each 
carrying on a certain part of science and 
art education—that is all we have to do 
with here, and I am not speaking of 
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elementary education—overlapping and 
interfering with each other, and fre- 
quently spending the money which they 
receive from the Imperial Exchequer in 
competing with one another instead of 
providing a science and art education for 
‘he people. You have the technical in- 
siruction committees of the town council 
which possess statutory authority under 
the Technical Instruction Act to provide 
technical instruction, which includes 
science and art education for the people. 
They have funds at their disposal, partly 
derived’ from the Imperial Exchequer, 
and whisky or beer money, as it is called, 
which amounts to about three times the 
grant of the Science and Art Department, 
and they have also a limited power of 
rating. They can maintain technical 
institutes, and subsidise schools and 
in various ways promote science and 
art education in their district. Then you 
have got the school boards, which have 
no statutory authority whatever in re- 
gard to science and art education, and 
which have never been recognised by the 
Science and Art Department, but have 
the control of the elementary schools and 
the higher grade schools, that are the 
natural feeders of the science and art 
schools. They frequently carry on 
science and art education in higher grade 
schools, I admit, to the immense advan- 
tage of the people of the borough, and 
they can command and levy a school rate 
to a practically unlimited amount. Tf 
would not do anything to prevent the 
provision of higher grade education, of 
science and art education, or of 
secondary education in these dis 
tricts by these bodies ; but it occurs to 
me, as a man of common sense, that it 
would be much better if this provision 
were made in concert and union between 
these two bodies rather than in discord 
and rivalry. It certainly seems to me 
that every great borough ought to have 
a system of science and art education and 
higher education which was settled upon 
one plan for the whole borough, and that 
every shilling, either of the rate 
payers’ money or of the public money, 
which is spent in that borough, ought to 
be spent upon one well-settled plan in 
which each school or each authority 
should take its own part, and not inter- 
fere with or overlap. the efforts of any 
other. It was in the hope of inducing 
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the people themselves to make a plan of 
this kind that section 7 was put into the 
Act. It is an invitation to the technical 
committees and the school boards in the 
great boroughs of this country to come 
together and make agreements which they 
could very much better make than either 
Parliament or the Science and Art 
-Department ; and when they have made 
ithesa agreements among themselves, and 
~when they have formed such a body as in 
their opinion is suited to the wants of 
their locality, and will preside over the 
system of higher education which is 
suited to the particular circumstances of 
‘the case, then we say, “We will come in 
and hand over to you the whole of our 
‘science and art grant, so that you may 
‘spend it according to the one plan which 
‘you administer, and so that there may 
not be any overlapping of the system of 
education which you have established for 
the town to which you belong.” Now, I 
‘do not at all despair of that invitation 
eing accepted and that plan being 
«arried out; and I will tell you why. 
Because tha town council and the school 
‘boards both represent the ratepayers. 
‘They both have the ratepayers for their 
‘masters, and it is clearly to the interest 
of the ratepayers that their money 
‘and the public money should not be 
wasted, but should be spent upon one 
intelligible plan. I believe that when 
the ratepayers of the towns come to 
understand that this is the case they will 
make the town council and the school 
board come to terms for this purpose. I 
am quite ready to admit that there are 
mmany places in which the school boards 
and the town councils are very ready to 
‘come to terms, and will come to terms 
cafter discussing this question of the pre- 
ponderance of any one scheme. I believe 
that in many cases that will very soon be 
settled, and we shall then see the money 
of these great towns going to one 
scheme; and where the town council 
rand the school board unfortunately 
«choose to continue their quarrel. I believe 
the ratepayers will make both parties 
come to terms, and will insist on putting 
a stop to a state of things which is not 
te the interest of the ratepayers of the 
town and not to the advantage of educa- 
tion. Now, there has been a great deal 


‘said about some dark conspiracy on the 
part of the Science and Art Department, 


Sir J. Gorst. 
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with which my noble Friend the Lord 
President has had to do, and which I 
administer under his direction, to inter- 
fere with higher education. If there is I 
am not conscious of it. I have never 
heard of such a thing. I have no idea 
whatever that there is on the part of 
the Science and Art Department any 
desire whatever to curtail the operations 
of school boards in the provision of 
higher education for the people. On the 
contrary, I believe that the Department 
has continually done its very best to 
forward, so far as the statutory authority 
under which the Education Department 
has to act will allow it, the efforts of 
school boards to provide higher educa- 
tion. I think if an agreemeat took place 
between the school boards and the 
technical committees of the town councils 
as to higher-grade schools, the higher 
education would be very greatly pro- 
moted. Now, I will not detain the Com- 
mittee any longer than just to say, in 
reply to the honourable Member for 
Shropshire, who complained that the 
geological survey is not being carried out 
as it ought to be, that the matter is now 
being inquired into by the Committee 
of Council, and, if necessary, we shall 
apply to the Treasury to enable us to 
advance the work more rapidly, so that 
I hope that when he next asks me & 
question on the subject I shall be able 
to give him a satisfactory answer. 


Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): There is 
one question I should like to ask the 
Vice-President, for, if he will allow me 
to say so, he has avoided the whole point 
of the criticism on this clause 7. None 
of us have ventured to attack its principle, 
and in fact there is warm approval of 
the step the Department has taken, and 
the whole point of the criticism was as 
to the representation upon the central 
body of the various district educational 
authorities. I understand the right 
honourable Gentleman to say that he 
offers advice to the authorities when they 
are forming a new board. Now, will he 
tell me this? In the event of that advice 
being declined or not being acted upon, 
does he refuse to recognise the scheme 
which they put before him? Because if, 
after having offered them advice, he 
allows them to substitute a scheme of 
their own, in which the various existing 
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authorities are not introduced in propor- 
tion to their influence in the locality, 
then I am afraid he is taking upon him- 
self a position of exceedingly great diffi- 
culty. That is the whole point of my 
criticism. I am glad he is giving the 
advice, but if he gives advice and then 
allows the local people to neglect it and 
to set up a rival scheme of their own, and 
then sanctions that rival scheme, then 
mischief will be done instead of good. 
I shall be very glad if the Vice-President 
will kindly make that point clear. 

Sir J. GORST: I stated how far the 
Committee of Council was prepared to 
go, and spoke of giving general advice. 
We do not give specific advice as to how 
many representatives a school board 
should have. I decline to do so, because 
I do not think it is the function of the 
Science and Art Department, without 
any statutory authority, to prescribe any- 
thing of the sort. I have said the school 
board ought to be represented, and I 
still hope that will be done. If the 
authorities want to slight and disregard 
our advice and insist upon having some 
body which is not generally acceptab‘e 
to the people of the district, I will not 
say what might be done, for such a case 
has not yet occurred. The honourable 
Member represents me as if I were creat- 
ing an authority, but the whole principle 
of this clause is that the authority is 
to be created locally. We have to say to 
the people, “It is your business to meet 
together and decide what representation 
shall be given to the local authority.” 
The whole responsibility is thrown upon 
the local people, and not upon us. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.): 
Everyone interested in secondary educa- 
tion and technical education must to a 
certain extent welcome any step tending 
to improve the machinery and increase 
the results of such education in this 
country. But I have had representa 
tions made to me by some of the leading 
school boards on this subject, and 
although I am under the disadvantage 
of not having heard the whole of the 
speech of the right honourable Gentle- 
man, yet I think that the case 
of the Department, so far as I 
gathered it, hardly meets the natural 
claim of the great school boards. 
I do not think anyone who has watched 
the course of this question will deny that 
the whole policy of the Department, while 
in the hands of the party opposite, has 
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for years past tended in the direction 
which the school boards have dedicated. 
themselves and have used their powers. 
to obviate—that is, of drawing a line 
between elementary education and the 


higher and secondary education, whereas. 


all the best interests of education demand: 
that elementary and higher education. 
should not be divided, but closely con- 
nected together. The right honourable 
Gentleman expressed a hope with regard 
to the development of the higher grade 
schools, and wished that their connectiom 
with the school boards should not 
be broken; but I would remind him of 
the action taken by the present Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury and those who dis- 
cussed this question from his point 
of view when the~ great Bill 
of 1896 was before the country. The 
policy they insisted upon, and which they 
pressed upon the reluctant acceptance, as. 
I believe, of the right honourable Gentle- 
man, was that there should be a complete: 
severance between elementary education. 
and secondary education. I am bound, 
therefore, to enter a protest against any 
scheme which operates against the satis-- 
factory development of higher and secon- 
dary education under the authorities 
directly elected by the ratepayers for 
strictly educational purposes, and pro- 
poses to transfer higher and secondary 
education to any composite authority 
appointed indirectly under the control of 
the county council. Anyone who listened’ 
to the discussions on the Technical In- 
struction Bill in 1889 must acknowledge 
that that was the last device of the 
Government of that day, a makeshift, be- 
cause no better machinery could then 
be given, in order to get something done 
for technical instruction. No one will 
deny that something useful has beem 
done by the action of county councils. 
under that Act. But it remains a car- 
dinal error of policy to have created this 
chaos and conflict of authorities dealing 
with portions of education, instead of 
developing the whole system of educa- 
tion by the same machinery. I have 
studied the question very closely in its: 
application in the State of Massachu- 
setts, where perhaps the highest results 
have been obtained from the unity of 
elementary and secondary education, and’ 
by having one system throughout. There 
they have achieved the greatest success 
in the United States by adopting this 
system of having authorities for educa-- 
tional purposes alone. The handing 
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over of education to authorities who are 
elected for other purposes, and may not 
have experience of, or sympathy with, the 
work, is unsound. Anyone who looks into 
our present provision of machinery for 
education must see that it is a mere 
structure of makeshifts which ought to be 
got rid of. For the moment | wish to 
enter my protest against this policy, not 
so far as it may tend to increase the 
advantages and opportunities of secondary 
education but to protest against going 
still further in the wrong direction 
towards this haphazard and chaotic con- 
fusion of the machinery of education. We 
ought to have an authority like the school 
board, but to include the higher types of 
expert instruction so as to carry out this 
higher education. That is the authority 
we must look to in the future, and not to 
this heterogeneous grouping of makeshifts. 
I do hope, Sir, that the policy adopted 
by Her Majesty’s Government on this 
matter will be guided, not by opponents 
of school boards, in the educational 
department and ecclesiastical coteries, 
who have striven to divert the channel of 
education from the directly-elected autho- 
rities to authorities which have not the 
same direct and natural interest in educa- 
tion itself, but by a rational apprecia- 
tion of the necessity of developing educa- 
tion in the highest way throughout as 
one harmonious whole. 


Mr. LOUGH: There are two questions 
involved in this matter, and the first I 
should like to ask is in regard to Sunday 
opening. Can the right honourable 
Gentleman give us any figures as to the 
result of the great experiment inaugu- 
rated by this House two years ago, and 
whether any extension of the principle 
has taken place during the year? There 
‘js a rumour abroad about the closing of 
South Kensington Museum on Sundays, 
but I trust there is no truth in it, and 
the Committee will be glad to be re- 
assured on the point. Another point I 
‘wish to direct the right honourable 
Gentleman’s attention to is the miserable 
charge made for admission to the 
museum. I see that in the case of 
London, Edinburgh, and Dublin as much 
as £1,100 is collected in fees every time. 
I regard that as a contemptible fact. 
Besides, the effect of charging for admis- 
sion on certain days is to make people 
uncertain as to the day on which they 
ean go in free. In regard to Dublin, I 


see that only £25 is collected in the 
Mr. Channing. 
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whole year for admission fees. Could 
not the right honourable Gentleman see 
his way to abolish these fees altogether, 
and make these splendid collections of 
specimens of art and nature more acces- 
sible to the public? I feel sure the 
Committee would regard with keen satis- 
faction any announcement tending in 
this direction. 


Sir J. GORST: Mr. Lowther, I have 
never heard anyone suggest that there 
was to be any closing of the museums on 
Sundays. With regard to the question 
of fees charged on certain days, I am 
afraid I cannot give the honourable 
Gentleman the assurance he needs. As 
to the results of the Sunday opening, the 
honourable Member will find the figures 
in the Report ot the Science and Art 
Department. In the first year there 
was a very large attendance. In the 
second year it dropped off, but in the 
third year the attendance recovered 
itself, and at the present time there is 
no sign of a falling off. 

Mr. J. BURNS (Battersea): In regard 
to the recommendation of the honour- 
able Member for Islington, I believe that 
the abolition of fees during the week 
will incidentally benefit the public and 
will not damage the workers. 

Mr. CALDWELL: I should like to 
point out the singular circumstance of 
Scotland having no college of science and 
art. We cannot understand it. Scottish 
students who are desirous of availing 
themselves of the privileges of such a 
college have either to come to London 
or goto Dublin. I fail to see any ground 
whatever for making an exception ot 
Scotland in a matter of this kind. 
Surely Scotland is as advanced as any of 
the three kingdoms in the acquirement 
of secondary education. They are as 
much interested in industrial and scien- 
tific pursuits as the other countries; and 
I assert that there can be no good ground 
for denying to Scotland a college of 
science and art, when London and Dublin 
enjoy that privilege. If we take the 
result of examinations in the United 
Kingdom, Scotland would come out more 
favourably in proportion to her popula- 
tion than either of the other two as 
regards those who are studying and those 
who pass. Now, in the case of London 
the Estimate appears to be £30.342 ; in 
the case of Dublin, £7,030. Well, we do 
not begrudge whatever may be necessary, 























369 


either for London or Dublin, for the 
expenses connected with the College of 
Science and Arts. But surely it is not 
treating Scotland in accordance with a 
fair principle of Imperial policy by deny- 
ing her the same privilege. It is cer- 
tainly not a convenience to Scottish 
students when they have to go into 
college either in London or Dublin. 
They are put to the expense of travelling 
and living away from home, all of which 
severely handicaps those young students 
who belong to the poorer and artisan 
classes. Again, where you have a college 
of science and art, the country in which 
it is established tends to develop and 
improve along with the mental improve- 
ment of the people. It brings men into 
contact with the higher grade of teach- 
ing. Another point is this: not only 
have we no college of science and art in 
Scotland, but see how we are treated 
in the matter of museums! In our case 
the sum which is given for that purpose 
is only £2,600 a year, whereas if we turn 
to the corresponding entry for Dublin 
Museum the amount is £3,600. We do 
not object to the amount which goes to 
Ireland, but we do object to a smaller 
sum going to Scotland, and for this 
reason: it must be remembered that in 
a matter of this kind London—that is 
to say, England—has got the monopoly. 
We do not quarrel with the fact neces- 
sarily ; but undoubtedly in the matter of 
taxation Scotland pays a great deal more 
than Ireland. It pays 11 per cent. 
against Ireland’s 9 per cent. Therefore, 
I venture to say, taking the population 
of Scotland, and taking her share of the 
contributions to the Imperial Treasury, 
she should be treated at least on 
an equal footing with Ireland, eitier 
as regards the museums or as_ re- 
gards a college of science and art. 
Then another matter is with regard to 
the museum fees. That is a matter 
that has been referred to here. We have 
a very special grievance in regard to 
that matter. The amount in the case 
of Scotland is £130, and in Dublin it is 
only £25. I think the whole thing 
should be abolished. It must be remem- 
bered that, particularly in Scotland, 
there are what are called trades col- 
leges, where people go from the sur- 
rounding districts. These are open every 
day in the week. It is obvious that 
those people who happen to be at a 
college on the particular day of the week 
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when the fee is charged are placed in 2 
very unfair position as regards these 
fees, which tney have to pay simply 
because they happen to attend their col- 
lege only on the particular days on 
which these fees are charged. There is 
no particular reason why the fees 
charged with regard to these museums 
should be charged, because the public, 
from the necessity of the case, come 
every day in the week, and it is 
not possible for those coming from a 
distance to the metropolis to fix a par- 
ticular day. I hope, Sir, we shall 
succeed in the case of museums in 
abolishing the fees, which are of very 
small amount—£130. It is not worth 
keeping up these fees. These fees are 
very unfairly levied, because they are 
levied, in many cases, upon the working 
classes who come from the provinces 
into the metropolis. I hope, therefore, 
that we shall find, as regards these fees 
for museums in Edinburgh, that they 
will be abolished in the same way as 
they have been in other cases. If there 
is no reply I will move a reduction. 


Sir J. GORST: Sir, the honourable 
Member appears to be angry because 
there is not a school of science and art 
in Edinburgh as well as in London and 
Dublin. It is nothing new, and why he 
should discuss it on the last days of the 
Session I do not know. It has always 
existed so. There “has never been a 
school of science and art in Edinburgh at 
any time. I really do not know why we 
should enter into the relations of the 
three parts of the United Kingdom at 
this hour of the night and at this period 
of the Session. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I cannot understand 
the reason advanced. The only oppor- 
tunity that we have of raising this ques- 
tion is upon this Vote. If this Vote 
comes on at this period of the Session 
is it our fault?) We have nothing to do 
with putting down the Votes. We have 
no other opportunity of raising this ques- 
tion, and instead of answering us on the 
merits the right honourable Gentleman 
simply replies: find some other means of 
doing it. Are we to vote money for the 
Royal Colleges of Science and Art in 
London and Dublin, and have none for 
ourselves? What does the right honour- 
able Gentleman take us in Scotland to 
be? We avail ourselves of the present 
opportunity, and the right honourable 
Gentleman seems to think it a very 
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strange thing that while England and 


Ireland have these things we should find 
fault because we have not got them. 


Sm J. GORST: The honourable Mem- 
ber is quite mistaken there. The Royal 
College of Science and Art at South 
Kensington and at Dublin are full of 
Scotchmen. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I say these Scotch- 
men had to come up from Scotland to 
London and pay their lodgings in London 
to attend the institution in London ; and 
the same also with regard to Dublin. 
That was the grievance. We ought to 
have a college of science and art at our 
own door, the same as they have in 
London, and the same as they have in 
Dublin. In these circumstances, Mr. 
Lowther, I must move a reduction of 
£1,000 in this Vote. 


Dr. CLARK: Perhaps the right 
honourable Gentleman will come to some 
arrangement with the Scotch Members in 
regard to this matter, because you are 
now transferring the whole of the Scotch 
portion of the Science and Art Depart- 
ment to the Primary Education Council 
of Scotland. You might arrange, as 
regards the number of scholarships 
gained by Scotch students, they they 
could attend either the Glasgow College 
of Science or the one in Edinburgh. At 
the present time students do come up 
and gain scholarships—a large number— 
and they have the choice of going to 
London or going to Dublin. I think you 
should give them a further chance by 
giving them £50 or £100 when they win 
a scholarship, so that, instead of going 
to London or Dublin, they could go to 
Edinburgh. If the right honourable 
Gentleman will say that this matter will 
be considered, perhaps the Member who 
spoke last would withdraw his Motion. 


Sir J. GORST: Mr. Lowther, I promise 
that it shall be considered whether it 
will be possible to allow those in Scotland 
who want to, to go to one of the Scotch 
colleges of science and art instead of 
coming to London. But I must warn 
the honourable Gentleman that I have 
no doubt he will not be able to persuade 
a Scotch student that, by attending a 
college at Glasgow or Edinburgh, he has 
the same chances as in London. 


Mr. CALDWELL: The alternative 


would not be a suitable alternative. 1 
insist we ought to have a similar institu- 
Sir J. Gorst. 
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tion in Scotland to those you have in 
Dublin and London. 


Sir J. GORST: It was with the 
greatest difficulty we could persuade the 
Irish students to study in Dublin, and 
not come to London. 


Dr. CLARK: I hope the honourable 
Gentleman will withdraw his Motion, 
because we have been offered something. 

Mr. CALDWELL: Well, I withdraw. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Dr. CLARK: Sir, this is one of the 
Votes in which the Secretary to the 
Treasury knows very well there are a 
great number of sinecurists and pluralists, 
and a great many clerks who get about 
50 per cent. more than they ought. This 
Vote has increased considerably. It has 
jumped up from £17,000 to £20,000 for 
administration. There are nine new 
clerks ; their number has increased from 
50 to 59, and the right honourable 
Gentleman is under the impression that 
occasional clerks are dispensed with ; but 
that is not the fact, because the 
Item in this respect has increased also 
—from £1,100 to £1,400. I am not 
going to enter into all the cases of 
sinecures and pluralists, but I will take 
one. I am not sure whether the right 
honourable Gentleman himself is respon- 
sible for the appointment. They have 
appointed quite recently as Director of 
Museums in Ireland a gentleman who 
was an Officer, and is now getting £450 
a year pension. This being one of the 
things the right honourable Gentleman 
was strongly opposed to when he was on 
this side of the House, I am going to 
give him an opportunity to vote by 
moving to reduce this Vote by £100. 
This Gentleman ought not to have beem 
appointed to work of this kind ; he ought 
to have been a different type of man 
altogether. The same with the gentle- 
man who has two or three director- 
ships. But I suppose the right honour- 
Gentleman has not been long 
enough in office to get things arranged. 
Perhaps it will assist him to get things 
arranged if I move to reduce the Vote 
by £100. 


Question put— 


“ That Item L1 be reduced by £100 in resp-ct 
of the salary of the Director of Dublin Museum 
of Science and Art.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 47 ;: 
Noes 106.—{Division List No. 284.) 
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Allen, W. (Newc.-und.-Lyme) 
Bayley, T. (Derbysh.) 
Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Joicey, Sir James 


Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J. (Manch’r) | 
Barnes, Frederic 74 
Bartley, George C. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.  Brist l) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bucknill, Thomas Townsend 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chaloner, Captain Rn. G. W. 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
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Lambert, George 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
McArthur W. (Cornwall) 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Paulton, ‘James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, E. (Dundee) 


NOES. 


Flower, Ernest 


| Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

| Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. F. 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Heath, James 


| Helder, Augustus 


Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
| Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 

| Jenkins, Sir John Jones 


| Johnston, William (Belfast) 


| Lockwood, Lt.-Col. 


Curzon,RtHn.G.N.(Lane,SW) | 


Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 


The Vote was agreed to. 


On the Vote to complete the sum of 
£162,280 for the British Museum and 


Natural History Museum, 
*Mr. LEWIS: 


to say with regard to this Vote. 
VOL. LXIV. 





Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’!) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 


| Maclure, Sir John William 


| 
| 


McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Monk, Charles James 
More, Robert Jasper 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
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Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Hudd’rsf’ld) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Dr. Clark and Mr. Herbert 
Lewis. 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Roche, Hon, Jas. (Kerry, E.) 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Bid 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey N. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUny.) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


been my duty upon previous occasions to 


draw the attention of the right honour- 
able Gentleman to the right of Wales to 
a share of the museum grant, but having 


regard to the recent decision of the Com- 


I have only one word | mittee upstairs, it is unnecessary to take 
It has | _up the time of the House by any refer. 
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The Vote was agreed to, together with 
the Votes to complete the sums of 
£16,274 for the National Gallery and 
National Gallery of British Art (Mill- 
bank), etc., and £6,025 for the National 
Portrait Gallery. 


Upon the Vote to complete the sum 
of £5,927 for the purposes of the Wallace 
Gallery (Hertford House), 


Mr. CALDWELL: I think the right 
honourable Gentleman the Secretary to 
the Treasury will remember that I put 
a question with regard to this matter. 
I would like to know what is likely to be 
the total cost of the upkeep of this 
Gallery. There is not only a sum of 
nearly £6,000 for the building itself, but 
there is a considerable sum for other 
expenses, maintenance, repairs, and so 
forth. Could the right honourable 
Gentleman give us an idea of what the 
total cost, including interest on the 
money, will be of this collection? Can 
he give an estimate of what may be 
necessary in the way of repairs and up- 
keep of the building, because it does 
seem to me that there will be a very 
large sum of money required. I do not 
object to the expense, but I should like 
to know. 


Mr. HANBURY: The great difficulty 
with regard to this collection is that 
Hertford House is a very difficult house 
to light, and no doubt the charge for 
electric light will be very large, but in 
other respects the expense will be small, 
because if the house is properly lighted 
the only additional expense will be in 
connection with the ordinary charges for 
the guardianship of the collection, which 
will be the same as for an ordinary col- 
lection. 


Mr. CALDWELL: As the right 
honourable Gentleman knows, there has 
been a good deal of expense with regard 
to the house itself in order to put it into 
proper condition, and in other ways to 
make it suitable for a public collection, 
and a good deal of money has been spent, 
but now we have the house in such 
a condition that it will be in every 


Mr. Lewis. 
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ence to the subject. We shall wait with 
interest to see what action the Govern- 
ment will take. 
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respect one which will be almost perfect 
for a public exhibition. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I think I might 
remind the Committee that this is a 
somewhat peculiar building. The begin- 
ning of this Vote was a Vote last year 
which came with those Votes which had 
to be guillotined, and there was discus- 
sion at the time. I think it is to be 
regretted that the House was not put in 
a position of discussing it, having regard 
to the fact that it was guillotined last 
year. 


Dr. CLARK: May I ask whether the 
£2,400 extra practically means that the 
place is in proper condition? 


Mr. HANBURY: There is another 
£4,000 to be spent in alterations, and 
after that the expenses will be small. 


Dr. CLARK: Can you_ recollect 
whether, under the terms of the bequest, 
these art treasures may be lent, or if the 
condition is that they must be kept in the 
building ? 


Mr. HANBURY: I think they must 
always be kept in the building. 


The Vote was agreed to. 


Upon the Vote to complete the sum 
of £28,452 for sundry grants in aid of 
scientific investigation, 


Dr. CLARK: I really think we should 
have some further information with re- 
gard to these grants. The first is one of 
£5,000 to the Royal Society, and we do 
not get any information as to the wav 
it is spent. The next is £3,500, upen 
which we do get some information; but 
before going to that we want to know 
how the £5,000 was spent. 


Mr. HANBURY: These are like most 
grants in aid; when the money has been 
paid out of the Exchequer we consider 
we have discharged our duty in handing 
over the fund. We are not able to follow 
it out. That is the case in all grants in 
aid. The money is paid, and, so far as 
we are concerned, we have discharged 
our duty. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): Sir, I want 


tc move a reduction of £500 on item B: 
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of this Vote. You voted £15,300 to the 
Royal Society for meteorological pur- 
poses, and then you appoint a Committee 
which at once votes £1,000 of the money 
to themselves for their services, and 
another £800 to one of their number, who 
acted as secretary, so that, practically, out 
of £15,300, about £2,000 is spent on the 
gentlemen themselves. There is no 
reason at all that one penny of this 
money should be spent on the gentlemen 
of the Royal Society, because you have a 
number of your own officials doing work 
cf exactly the same kind; you have the 
society doing one portion of the 
work in one portion of the kingdom 
and your own officials in another part 
doing the same work. Once or twice, 
when Sir George Stokes was a member of 
that Committee, I wanted him to explain 
why the Royal Society spent about £2,000 
on themselves, but I could not get an 
explanation from him. We have a 
Meteorological Society in Scotland, we 
whom you vote only £100. There is a 
very valuable observatory on Ben Nevis— 
perhaps the most valuable in Great Bri- 
tain—on which the Scottish society have 
expended £18,500. The work of that 
observatory would have ceased last year 
were it not that a private gentleman 
generously gave £500 to prevent it being 
closed. Here you have Parliament voting 
£15,300 to the Royal Society, and the 
Committee placing a large portion of the 
grant in their own pockets, and at the 
same time permitting one of the best 
observatories to be closed were it not for 
the generosity of a private individual. Is 
there anything more shameful than that? 
The Secretary to the Treasury tells us 
that they will spend the money for the 
public benefit; but they do not—they 
spend it on themselves, and do not care 
about the society. Now, I want to see if 
I can come to terms with the Treasury. 
Will the right honourable Gentleman give 
us £500 for the next five years? Will 
the Treasury, for the benefit of science, 
give £500 for the next five years, in 
order that valuable researches may be 
gone on with? This observatory, upon 
which the Scotch society spent £18,500, 
would have been closed but for the public 
spirit of a private gentleman, who gave 
£500 to enable it to be carried on for 
another year. 
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Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I join with 
my honourable Friend in expressing a 
hope that the Treasury may see their 
way to give this £500, so as to prevent 
the society having to fall back on private 
generosity, because I think it is most 
undignified for such an institution to 
exist by private subscriptions. I have a 
Question on the Paper, to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, in view of the state- 
ment he made the other day, if he 
thinks it a legitimate thing to bring pres- 
sure to bear on the Meteorological Office 
to do their duty. But one need not be 
surprised that Scotland suffers under a 
great injustice in this matter, and I trust 
the Government will see to it. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 
Sir, I can assure the right honourable 
Gentleman that so far as Scotland is 
concerned this is not a party question. 
I think, judging from the expressions of 
opinion in the newspapers, there seems 
to be a general feeling that this is a 
matter to which the Treasury might give 
attention. Now, I do not know if 1t has 
been under the attention of the right 
honourable Gentleman. What I think 
we are entitled to ask is that he will have 
some sort of inquiry with a view to 
obtaining this very small grant of £500 
a year. I think it is a lamentable thing 
that but for the generosity of a private 
individual this observatory would have to 
be closed. 


Mr. HANBUKY: I confess I have a 
great deal of sympathy with the honour- 
able Member in the request he makes. 
Of course, there is a grant towards the 
Scottish Meteorological Society, but, as 
the honourable Member has said, it is 
avery small one. Undoubtedly the grant 
of £15,300 a year for these meteoro- 
logical purposes is a considerable one, 
and the whole question is whether it is 
properly proportioned. I agree with 
honourable Members that this Ben Nevis 
Observatory is one of considerable value, 
and, as far as the Treasury is concerned, 
we will do what we can to bring pressure 
to bear on those who have the distri- 
bution of this grant. I do not think the 
House ought to be called on to vote a 
larger sum for the whole of the United 
Kingdom, and the sole question is as to 
how the money should be distributed 
between the various portions. I think, 
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perhaps, the Meteorological Council cf 
the Royal Society have not attached suf- 
ficient importance to the observatory at 
Ben Nevis. I will undertake, however, on 
behalf of the Treasury, to have the 
matter thoroughly investigated in order 
to ascertain whether out of this Vote a 
larger amount cannot be granted to Scot- 
land in respect of this observatory. 1 
think this Ben Nevis Society ought to 
receive more than it receives at the 
present moment. 


Mr. BRIGG: I wish to ask the right 
honourable Gentleman how much of this 
grant he could put his finger on, and say, 
“That is paid for scientific investiga- 
tion and original research.” It would 
be quite easy to make a _ long 
speech from notes which I have in 
my hand, but the facts are that we are 
making considerable grants to these 
Royal societies, whilst at the same time 
we are handing over £104,705 for the 
university, and a very small portion tor 
original research. We are simply starv- 
ing original work in a scientific direction, 
and, while other countries are spending 
a large sum, from whose competition we 
are suffering, I think it is high time that 
there ought to be some qualification given 
for the grants. We should have some 
return in the form of original work for 
the grant we give. We pay the expenses 
of the Department, but we are really 
getting little or no work done. 


Dr. CLARK suggested that the 
right honourable Gentleman should con- 
sider the advisability of placing the obser- 
vatory at Ben Nevis under the Astrono- 
mer Royal at Greenwich, rather than 
under the control of the Royal Society. 


Mr. PIRIE said that it was necessary 
for the right honourable Gentleman to 
take early action in the matter, or the 
observatory must be stopped at the end 
of October next. 


Mr. WOODALL (Hanley) said he 
desired some information as to the grant 
to the British School at Athens. 


Mr. HANBURY said that in 1895 a 
temporary grant of £500 in aid of the 
expenses of the British School at Atheis 
was agreed to be made. This Vote was 


to continue for five years, and the Trea- 
Mr. Hanbury. 
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sury had satisfied themselves of the great 
value of the archeological work cf the 
school. 


Motion put. 
Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote for £66,507 to complete 
the sum for grants in aid of the expenses 
of certain universities and colleges in 
Great Britain, and for expenses under the 
Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 1889, 


Mr. CALDWELL said he desired to 
draw attention to the lack of grants for 
Scottish universities. 


Mr. HANBURY: The honourable 
Gentleman complains that no provision is 
made for the upkeep of the libraries of 
the Scottish universities. All I can say is 
that they have £42,000 a year to spend, 
under this Vote, and I should have 
thought that out of that large sum they 
might have found whatever amount is 
necessary for their libraries. 


Vote agreed to. 
£20, London University. 


Mr. BRIGG (York, W.R., Keighley) : 
I do not wish to introduce the general 
university question on this Vote, and I 
am sure, Sir, that you would not allow 
me to do so; but I should just like to 
say that I see in this Vote a very good 
reason why we should proceed to 
establish a real university for London. 
This may be the last time that we have 
this Vote before us, and I do not think 
we should part with it without paying 
a tribute of respect to a university which 
has been carried on for so many years, 
and done such good work, at so little 
expense. 


Vote agreed to. 


£271,600, embassies and missions 
abroad and consular’ establishments 
abroad. 


*Sm C. DILKE: I propose to move a 
reduction of this Vote by £100, or any 
convenient sum, in respect of the salary 
of Sir Arthur Hardinge, who is our 
representative both in Zanzibar, for 
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the islands, and also on the coast 
strip of the Sultanate of Zanzibar. I 
shall be as brief as I can in stating this 
question, but I trust the Committee will 
not be inclined to think that because 
our case is one which can be very briefly 
stated, it is otherwise than a very strong 
case indeed for the reduction which I 
propose to move. Some of my honour- 
able Friends have complained that, as 
regards slavery in the islands of Zanzi- 
bar, the Foreign Uffice have gone back 
from the promises that have been made 
in this House. Whatever other honour- 
able Members may be inclined to do, it 
is not my intention to raise the question 
of slavery generally; I wish to confine 
myself to-night to the extraordinary 
change of front which has been executed 
in the last few months by the Foreign 
Office in relation to fugitive slaves 
in the coast strip, a matter which 
we brought before the House last year. 
I shall never cease to hold the view—I 
hold it with increased strength year by 
year—ihat the Foreign Office is wholly 
unfit, admirable, as an office, though it 
is, to discharge duties of the kind which 
in Zanzibar it is supposed to discharge. 
The Foreign Office is an office organised 
for diplomatic work, organised for pro- 
tecting the interests of the country 
abroad, organised for conducting the con- 
sulates abroad, but not organised for con- 
trolling colonies and colonies of a kind 
peculiarly difficult to govern, more diffi- 
cult to govern than most of the Colonies 
controlled from the Colonial Office. In 
this particular case of Zanzibar we have 
repeatedly brought the matter before the 
House, and we have shown that the 
British authorities as they really are in 
this nominal Protectorate, the coast strip 
of Zanzibar, were violating what we think 
to be the first principles of the English 
law in returning fugitive slaves to their 
owners. On the 24th June last year 
there was a Debate on this subject in 
this House, and on that occasion, after 
the Under Secretary had made the usual 
Foreign Office defence, he was thrown 
over—I am speaking in the recollection 
of a good many members of the Uom- 
mittee, who were present on that occa- 
sion—he was completely thrown over by 
the Leader of the House and the 
Attorney General. The Attorney General 
having been invited to do so by the 
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former Attorney General, distinctly laid 
down the English law in the broadest 
and strongest terms ; he declared that it 
was unlawful for a British subject to 
detain a slave or to be concerned in 
detaining a slave under any circum- 
stances whatever. A considerable im- 
pression was made on the Committee at 
that time by that declaration. Then 
several of us endeavoured to get a de 
claration from the Government as to the 
administrative Acts that they would 
sanction or adopt, and we got from the 
right honourable Gentleman this under- 
taking—that it should be made clear to 
all engaged in administration on the spot 
that no breach of the law—that is, the 
law as laid down by the Attorney General, 
should be permitted. On that we de 
clared ourselves satisfied, and the Motion 
for reduction was withdrawn. On the 
28th June, four days later, the Under 
Secretary came down to the House and 
explained that he had not been pre- 
viously acquainted with the original 
documents that we had produced; in 
other words, that he had not known to 
what extent the law of England, as laid 
down by the Attorney General, had been 
violated, and he confirmed the statement 
of the Leader of the House, that a tele- 
gram had been sent directing the autho 
rities on the spot to conform themselves 
to the law as laid down by the Attorney 
General. Now, what has happened 
since? The Under Secretary told us 
earlier in the present year that it had 
been found impossible to perform the 
promise of the First Lord with regard to 
slavery in the coast strip. On the 10th 
February the Under Secretary said— 


“As regards the mainland, a pledge was 
given last year that at the earliest possible 
date the abolition of slavery would be carried 
on the mainland also, but the conditions are 
not favourable to the task.” 


Then he said we must wait for the result 
of the experiment in the islands— a plea 
that was wholly rejected last year by the 
House. He said that the construction of 
the Mombassa Railway had raised the 
price of labour, and then he gave another 
reason, and one that bears very closely 
on the fugitive slave question, namely— 


“the temptation held out by the mission- 
aries to induce slaves to run away from their 
masters, and settle on the mission lands,’ 
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That puts us in the position in which 
we were a year ago, because these charges 
against Bishop Tucker and the mis- 
sionaries had been made over and over 
again; they were gone into in the Debate 
last year, and I thought we had satis- 
factorily refuted them. The Attorney 
General, as I have said, completely threw 
over the Foreign Office, and virtually 
held that Bishop Tucker had been right 
throughout. 


Mr. CURZON (Lancashire, 
port): No. 


South- 


*Sm C. DILKE: Bishop Tucker’s con- 
tention was that the warrants addressed 
to the police in the employ of the Foreign 
Office were illegal warrants; and the 
actorney General stated to the House that 
it was undoubtedly unlawful for a British 
subject to detain, or to be concerned in 
detaining, a slave under any circum- 
stances whatever ; and the Leader of the 
House said that it should be made clear to 
all engaged in administration on the spot 
that no breach of the law as then laid 
down by the Attorney General would be 
permitted ; and a telegram was sent out 
in those terms. Now, I say that, after 
the statement of the right honourable 
Gentleman on the 10th February last, we 
are back where we were before. The 
Committee will be able to judge of that 
for themselves. On the 5th July last 
year the Council met, under the presi- 
dency of Sir Arthur Hardinge, to con- 
sider the telegram which had been sent 
by the Foreign Office after the statement 
of the Attorney General and the promise 
made by the Leader of the House. They 
met for that express purpose, and no 
other. At that meeting, the Committée 
will find on page 8 of the Blue Book, 
Mr. de Saumarez, one of the adminis- 
trators in question, expressed the 
opinion— 


“that the Attorney General’s declaration in 
Parliament, however weighty as an exposi- 
tion of the English law, and however binding 
on executive officers in their executive capa- 
city, could not be regarded as a legal decision, 
obliging a judicial officer, sitting judicially, to 
deny to a suitor the benefits of a still unre- 
pealed local law.” 


That is the doctrine by which the 
Foreign Office has reverted to its original 
practice, and continues to attack Bishop 


Sir C. Dilke. 
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Tucker and the missionaries for doing 
that which we thought they had been 
held, in the course of the Debate last 
year, to be right in doing. Mr. de 
Saumarez also said that he thought that 
a British judge under the Foreign Office 
—whose salary, the Committee will 
observe, is included in these Votes— 


“would be protected from any penalties to 
which his action would otherwise have ren- 
dered him liable” 


—that is to say, that a _ British 
subject administering the Mahom- 
edan law is no longer subject to 
English law. There is the new 
Foreign Office doctrine. Then, Sir 
Arthur Hardinge gives his own decision, 
and it is on this ground that I move the 
reduction of his salary, because of the 
doctrine which his speech lays down, not 
for the first time, I am sorry to say. Sir 
Arthur seems to have become infected 
with the views of slavery which are those 
of “General Mathews,” as he is called, 
and the other advisers of the Sultan of 
Zanzibar. Sir Arthur Hardinge gives 
his own views in these words— 


“The declaration of the Attorney General 
would greatly strengthen the missionaries in 
the neighbourhood of Mombassa in their prac- 
tice of encouraging the slaves to leave their 
masters and settle on the mission lands.” 


There is the real origin of the statement 
made in this House in February by the 
Under Secretary as to— 


“the temptation held out by the missionaries 
to induce slaves to run away from their 
masters, and settle on the mission lands.” 


They are practically the same words. 
Therefore the real originator of this doc- 
trine which has been adopted by the 
Foreign Office is Sir Arthur Hardinge, 
and it is on that ground that I move the 
reduction of his salary. In his dis- 
patches Sir Arthur Hardinge expresses 
the view that the activities of Bishop 
Tucker and the missionaries have been 
increased in consequence of the declara- 
tion of the Attorney General. Of 
course that is so. We do not desire any 
concealment about this matter. Many 
of us encouraged Bishop Tucker to act 
on the law as laid down by the Attorney 
General. No doubt Sir Arthur Hardinge 
found on his return that the old prac 
tice of restoring runaway slaves had been 
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largely put an end to; but by this deci- 
sion of the Council he has succeeded in 
defeating the intention of the Leader of 
the House and the dictum of the 
Attorney General, and in bringing things 
back to where they stood before the 
Debate of last year took place. It seems 
to me this is a subject on which, even in 
the last days of the Session, this House 
ought to express an opinion, and I there- 
fore beg to move the reduction. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That Item C be reduced by £100, in 
respect of the salary of the Consul General at 
Zanzibar.”—(Sir C. Dilke.) 


*Mr. CURZON: One of the difficulties 
of these Foreign Office Debates which 
arise on the Diplomatic and Consular 
Vote is that the spokesman for the time 
being of the Department has to contem- 
plate a discussion which may possibly 
range over the whole sphere of the diplo- 
matic and consular service, whilst, ex- 
cept by the courtesy of the honourable 
Member who proposes to raise a par- 
ticular question, it is impossible for him 
to prepare a defence. 


*Sir C. DILKE: May I say that I com- 
municated with the Conservative Whips 
several days ago my intention of raising 
this question. 


Mr. CURZON: At any rate, no specific 
warning reached me. Of course, unless 
one knows what particular matter is to 
be brought forward, it is impossible to 
prepare one’s self with information. I 
did hear that the right honourable 
Gentleman proposed to raise some point 
in connection with Uganda ; I know how 
greatly he is interested in Uganda, and 
I prepared myself on that subject; but 
I had no idea whatever until he rose just 
now that the particular topic upon which 
he wished to arraign the Foreign Office 
was the conduct of Sir Arthur Hardinge 
and Her Majesty’s Government in respect 
of slavery on the coast strip of Zanzibar. 
If, therefore, I have not the whole of the 
materials for giving a satisfactory reply 
to the right honourable Gentleman, I 
hope the Committee will understand the 
difficult position in which I am placed in 
replying to a very carefully prepared and 
well thought out attack. 
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*Simr C. DILKE: It is natural that we 


should desire to call attention to a matter 
of such importance. 


Mr. CURZON: I do not at all dispute 
the right of the right honourable Gentle- 
man to call attention to the matter; I 
am only pointing out that he has a con- 
siderable advantage over me because he 
has been able to prepare his attack, 
while I have only had the few minutes 
during which he was speaking to prepare 
my defence. I entirely dispute the two 
propositions which I understood to form 
the basis of the right honourable Gentle- 
man’s attack. He said in the first place 
that the dictum of the Attorney General 
pronounced in this House last year, and 
upon which Her Majesty’s Government 
had taken action, had subsequently been 
disregarded or ignored by them; and, 
secondly, that, led by Sir Arthur Har- 
dinge, the Government had been tempted 
or persuaded into a complete reversal of 
their policv and a violation of their pro- 
mise with regard to this 10-mile strip of 
coast. I dispute both of those proposi- 
tions. The dictum of the Attorney 
General, which is in the recollection of 
every Member who was present during 
the Debate last year, was telegraphed out 
to Zanzibar. It strictly defined the atti- 
tude and obligations and conduct of 
British officers engaged in the discharge 
of their duties there, and it has been 
consistently acted upon since. I know 
of no case in which it has been violated, 


Commanper BETHELL (York, ER, 
Holderness): British officers or British 
subjects ? 


*Mr. CURZON: There is no distinction 
that I, at all events, wish to draw 
between the two. Of course, the dictum 
of the Attorney General applied 
only to British subjects, and the 
British subjects concerned are British 
subjects who are acting in the posi- 
tion of British officers. The dictum 
is quoted on page 6 of the Blue 
Book. I know of no case, and I chal- 
lenge the right honourable Gentleman 
to produce a case, in which a British 
officer has violated the law as laid down 
by the Attorney General. But what was 
the real meaning of the attack which the 
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right honourable Gentleman has just de- 


livered? I venture to say that he is 
really under a misconception in this 
matter. He spoke of the action of the 
missionaries, and ‘he seems to think that 
in the remarks I made about the mis- 
sionaries in February of this year I indi- 
cated on behalf of the Government some 
sympathy with a violation of this 
dictum of the Attorney General. Now, 
Sir, when I was alluding to the conduct 
of the missionaries on the coast strip I 
was making no reference to the action 
of British officers in connection with 
fugitive slaves at all. I was alluding to 
a fact which is brought out more than 
once in the Blue Book—it is brought out 
on page 8 and again, I think, on page 16 
—that the attitude of missionaries in 
persuading slaves to run away from their 
masters and take refuge at mission 
stations was distinctly in violation of the 
engagements entered into by the mis- 
sionaries themselves. Those engage- 
ments are recorded in this Blue Book ; 
they had been consistently carried out 
for a number of years by the missionaries, 
and it was not till last year that, acting 
on the instruetions of Bishop Tucker, 
they were openly violated—I am not say- 
ing whether rightly or wrongly, but the 
missionaries did undoubtedly violate the 
engagements entered into by the Church 
Missionary Society. I pointed out in 
a previous Debate that we might have 
expected that a pledge once given should 
have been observed, and that this action 
of the missionaries was most unfair to 
the landowners 


Dr. CLARK: Oh! 





*Mr. CURZON: I don’t understand 
the meaning of that interjection. I say 
that it was most unfair to the landowners 
whose slaves—the cultivators of their 
estates—were thereby drawn away. 


Dr. CLARK: Nine-tenths of these 
slaves are, according to the common 
law, illegally held as slaves. 


*Mr. CURZON: The honourable Mem- 
ber is in error if he is referring to slaves 
on this coast strip. 


Dr. CLARK: What was the popula- 


tion 10 years ago, and what is it now? 
Mr. Curzon. 
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*Mr. CURZON: I do not desire to dis- 
cuss the law with the honourable Gentle- 
man, but I altogether dispute his pro- 
position. I only mentioned that in order 
to correct a misapprehension under which 
the right honourable Gentleman opposite 
appeared to have fallen. I cannot help. 
noticing, Sir—and I have noticed it 
before—that the right honourable Gen- 
tleman, when a reply is being made to an 
attack of his, constantly engages in con- 
versation with somebody else. 


*Smr C. DILKE: I apologise most sin- 
cerely to the right honourable Gentle- 
man. I was merely replying at the 
moment to a question addressed to me by 
my honourable Friend the Member for 
Northampton. 


*Mr. CURZON: Sir, the only other 
point raised by the right honourable 
Gentleman was as to the engagement 
given by the Leader of the House a year 
ago with regard to the abolition of 
slavery on the mainland. That engage 
ment Her Majesty's Government have in 
no wise departed from. They hope to 
carry out on the mainland the same 
measure of abolition as they have already 
succeeded in introducing on the islands. 
But, as I said last year, it is necessary 
to wait and see what the result of the 
experiment we have made will be—what, 
on the one hand, will be the social and 
political effects, and, on the other hand, 
what will be the cost of that policy. The 
cost of the judicial and other procedure 
which we have instituted amounts at 
the present moment to about £12,000 
a year, and I anticipate that before long 
it may be necessary for the Government 
to come to this House for financial 
assistance. We do not think it wise at 
the present moment to throw on the 
shoulders of our officials the enormous 
responsibility and to incur thé great 
cost which would result from pursuing a 
similar course on the mainland to that 
which has been pursued in the islands. 
And there is another point which 1 
would ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man to bear in mind. Does not the 
whole experience of the past, especially 
the last two or three years, teach us 
that we should be very careful how we 
handle these questions on the mainland? 
Two years ago it fell to my lot to make 
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certain statements and explanations with 
regard to mutinies and rebellions and 
warlike movements in this quarter of 
the world. Since then we have had a 
serious outbreak in Uganda. At the 
present moment we have equally serious, 
although rather smaller, troubles'a little 
further north ; and Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, with the full consciousness of the 
responsibilities imposed upon them, are 
unwilling to add to them the risk of 
any fresh outbreak or disturbance on the 
mainland. The promise we have given 
we will carry out, but we are not going 
to be hurried in our action by any 
appeals in this House, or any charges in 
this House, which are based, I think, on 
insufficient knowledge of the facts of the 
case. I hope I have made out these 
propositions: in the first place, that 
there has been no going back from the 
engagement entered into last year; in 
the second place, that the action of the 
missionaries has been entirely in viola- 
tion of the pledges given by themselves ; 
and, in the third place, that, as regards 
the mainland, the Government cannot at 
the present time assume the responsi- 
bility of repeating the experiment now 
being carried on in the islands. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): The right honourable Gentleman 
the Under has not really 
replied to the point raised by the right 
honourable Member for the Forest of 
Dean. Sir Arthur Hardinge has declared, 
according to the extract that has been 
quoted from the Blue Book, that it is 
his duty to carry out the Mahomedan 
law relating to the legal status of slavery 
in Zanzibar, and we have had to-day 
from the Under Secretary the acknow- 
that, for all practical pur- 
poses, the Government intend to protect 
Sir Arthur Hardinge. Now, I want to 
ask, is the Government prepared to pro- 
tect British missionaries and British 
subjects who give protection to runaway 
slaves in the British territory? Is the 
Government prepared to protect them 
with the forces of the Crown, as it ought 
to be against any rising on the part of 
the Mahomedans, who want to get their 
slaves back? If the Government are not 


Secretary 


ledgment 


prepared to do that, then I think the 
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British Empire has come to a very low 
ebb indeed. There is one question I 
should like to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs. A few years 
ago, in the island of Zanzibar, we forced 
a Sultan upon the people there, whom 
they did not want, by the power of our 
ships that were in the neighbouring 
waters. Those ships were used there for 
the suppression of the slave trade. What 
did we do? We put a Sultan upon the 
throne with the force of our ships, and 
we allowed that Sultan to take over 
20,000 or 30,000 slaves. How many of 
those slaves, of whose labour for the last 
three years the Sultan has had the full 
advantage, but Sir Arthur Hardinge in- 
sisted upon freeing? The truth is, we 
are not really in earnest upon this ques- 
tion, and until such time as the Govern- 
ment really see that we are doing an 
illegal thing, and an immoral thing, and 
a thing that is diametrically opposed to 
the wishes of the country, there will be 
no proof that we are in earnest. Rather 
than that. the Sultan of Zanzibar should 
be master of this House, it is about time 
that we were masters there, and had 
our way perfectly open in the interior of 
Africa. It will have to be fought for in 
the end, and the sooner the better for 
the credit of the House and the credit 
of the country. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I am sorry that the right honourable 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary is not 
here. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN : He is here. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Then I expect 
that the Secretary for the Colonies will 
answer the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs. The Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs complained that we should desire 
the immediate freedom of slaves in Zanzi- 
bar; his contention is that we ought to 
wait until an experiment has been tried. 
He said that if the experiment on the 
islands succeeded, the freedom of the 
slaves on this strip of the mainland 
might be undertaken. But I think I 
remember a very eloquent speech of the 
Secretary for the Colonies addressed to 
my honourable Friend the late Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, in which 
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he protested against my honourable | Mr. CURZON: The whole of the 
Friend applying this very doctrine of | 
taking time to free the slaves, and in- | 
sisted that it was perfectly monstrous | 
that they were not freed at once. 


honourable Gentleman’s speech is a most 
grotesque and comical travesty of what I 
said. I never said that the missionaries 
| ought to do anything of the sort. I 
| merely said that the missionaries, having 
AN HONOURABLE Mewper: And we) given a pledge, ought to keep their word. 
divided against you. | 
| 


| Mr. LABOUCHERE: TI do not see 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: Just so; and} 
therefore, even if we do not have a 
speech from the Secretary for the 
Colonies, I have no dovbt we shall have 
him voting with us to-night. This is a 


much distinction. The right honourable 
| Gentleman said that the missionaries 
ought to restore the slaves to their 


masters because they had made certain 


: : , promises. The right honourable Gentle- 
question which concerns our national | man lays that down on the ground that 
honour and oe good nen the world. the Church Missionary Society in London 
The right honourable Gentieman smiles, | had entered into some engagement. I do 
and I know there are Gentlemen in this nih neuen Wh a Vasil Cie Miesionary 
House who utterly ignore such old prin- | i 
ciples as, for instance, that no slave 
should be recognised where the British 


Societies in London had entered into an 
engagement ; they cannot pledge the mis- 
sionaries out there. Bishop Tucker 
flag floats. Is this a British protec-| utterly repudiates such an engagement. 
torate! The right honourable Gentle-| This bishop—an infinitely better bishop 
man laughs at the very idea. The mere than those that we have in this country 
notion of freeing slaves is monstrous to| im another place close by—repudiates 


Lot pli 
him; they ought to remain in slavery, this obligation; he protests against it. 
according to the right honourable Gentie-| I say that no Englishman ought io return 
man’s view, until a series of experiments | @ fugitive slave. It is the bus 
have been tried somewhere. He says) every Englishman to do his very best to 
the cost would be too much. Why, a aid and abet the escape of a fugitive 


iness ot 





« 
1 


little while ago I protested against money | Slave, and if the fugitive slave takes 
being squandered for the benefit of the| refuge in the house of an Englishman I 
ex-slave-owners of the West Indies.| can conceive nothing more monstrous or 
Oi course, my protest was no/| iniquitous than that that man should 
good, but when it comes to a| 
question of spending money in order 
to free slaves under our flag, then | 
the right honourable Gentleman laughs | 
at the very notion, and talks about the| these matters. He knows what I say is 
cost. Here we have a certain number of | the fact. Let it go out to the country as 

| 

| 

| 

| 


take the slave and carry him back to his 
master. The right honourable Gentle 
man may smile as much as he likes, but 
he and I understand each other about 


slaves. he right honourable Gentleman| the finale of this Session that at the 
does not deny that Zanzibar is a British| present moment Her Majesty’s Govern- 
Protectorate, and that the British flag| ment say that they hold, notwithstanding 
flies there. He savs that these slaves| the opinion of the Attorney General, that 
are so wicked as to seek to free them-| slavery ought to exist under a British 
selves from their slavery, and it appears| Protectorate, that the officials of the 
that the missionaries have committed| Foreign Office ought to aid in carrying 
the execrable crime of refusing to give up| on slavery—that that is the legal status 
the slaves who have come to the mission} Of men under the British Protectorate, 
stations. The right honourable Gentle-| and that British officers and British 
man says that sooner than that one of | ministers are to be employed as a species 
these wretched slaves should escape the| of bloodhounds to run down these slaves. 
miss:onaries ought to tak; them by the . 
neck and drag them before a court of} Si W. HARCOURT (Monmouth- 
law and get them sent back to their| shire, W.): TI cannot heip thinking 
masters. that the tone which the right 

Mr. Labouchere 
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honourable Gentleman the Under 


Secretary had adopted, not for the first 
time, is an unfortunate tone, and does 
not correspond to tha feelings of the 
House or of the country with regard to 
fugitive slaves. I protested earlier in 
the Session against what I thought was 
a very unfortunate attack by the right 
honourable Gentleman on Bishop Tucker. 


Mr. 
at all. 


CURZON: I made no attack 


Sm W. HARCOURT: So the right 
honourable Gentleman says, but I con- 
fess I placed a very different construc. 
tion on the language he used. Now, I 
wish to state very shortly the reasons 
why I shall vote for the reduction of the 
salary of Sir Arthur Hardinge. I found 
myself on the language of his dispatch of 
the 20th July, 1896. In my opinion that 
language on the subject of fugitive slaves 
is entirely unworthy of a representative 
of the British Crown. and the British 
people. This dispatch, on page 7 of the 
Blue Book, says :— 


“T informed the council of the recent de- 
claration made in Parliament by the Attorney 
General and communicated to me in your 
Lordship’s telegram of the 26th ultimo, re- 
specting the restoration to their masters of 
fugitive slaves. The council considered that 


the effect of this declaration might conceiv- 
ably be serious and that it was certainly 
somewhat embarrassing, as it made it illegal 
for British officials in the province of 
Seyyidieh and ‘Tanaland to enforce the 
Mahomedan /ex loci respecting slavery, which, 
until it was formally repealed, the native 
courts, even those presided over by British 
judges, could with difficulty refuse to ad- 


minister.” 


That is the first statement of objection to 
the declaration of the Attorney General, 
which we understood was to be a declara- 
tion of the policy of the English Govern- 
ment. But then there is this further :— 


“The declaration of the Attorney General 
would greatly strengthen the missions in the 
neighbourhood of Mombasa in their practice of 
encouraging slaves to leave their masters and 
settle on mission lands by better terms than 
- native landowner could afford to offer 
them.” 


The dispatch proceeds :— 
“Was there any means by which we could, 


even though only perhaps in a limited degree, 
protect the native population indirectly, if 
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we were precluded from doing so directly, 
against the unfair competition of the missions 
—with all their capital and influence—in the 
native labour market, and prevent the mission 
stations from being converted into chartered 
sanctuaries for lazy or vagabond slaves?” 


Sir, I protest against that language being 
used by a representative of the British 
Crown and the British people. I am old 
enough to remember that that was the 
language with reference to runaway 
slaves that preceded the Civil War in 
America. That was the language which 
was used of Lloyd Garrison and others 
who encouraged slaves to seek their free- 
dom and protected them when they were 
fleeing from their masters. This is the 
objection raised by a servant of the 
Crown to the declaration of the Attorney 
General—because it makes it difficult for 
British officers to carry out the slavery 
laws and encourages missionaries to pro- 
tect fugitive slaves. And this is in the 
interest of—what? In the interest of 
landowners, who object to the competi- 
tion of the missions, the competition of 
free labour against slave labour. In my 
opinion that dispatch, considering the 
spirit in which it is couched, is one which 
ought to be condemned; and for that 
reason, if there is a Division, I shall vote 
with my right honourable Friend. 


*Mr. CURZON: I do not want to 
intrude again on the Committee, but 
there is one sentence I want to say, if 
the Committee wil! allow me, in reply to 
the right honourable Gentleman. The 
right honourable Gentleman must be 
unaware of, or must have forgotten, an 
incident that happened in the career of 
his own Government when he censures 
Sir Arthur Hardinge for enforcing the 
Mahomedan Jer loci. 





Str W. HARCOURT: 


sure him for that. 


Mr. CURZON: I 
honourable Gentleman’s 
was his whole point. 


Str W. HARCOURT: I condemned the 
language in which he referred to the 
Attorney General’s declaration as an 
interference between British officers in 
carrying out the law, and an encourage- 
ment to the missionaries to protect the 
slaves. 


I did not cen- 


bee the right 
pardon; that 
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*Mr. CURZON: Yes; but, more| will administer the law exactly as they 
than that: the question upon which | please, It simply comes to this: the 


we have been arraigned is whether the | 
Mahomedan Jez loci, under which | 
slavery is legalised, ought or ought not | 
to be maintained on this coast strip. 
Why, the very last act of the late Govern- 
ment, of which the right honourable 
Gentleman was the Leader in this 
House, on the day before’ they 
quitted office, was a telegram sent 
by Lod Kimberley to Sir Arthur 
Hardinge, who at that time was 
taking over, on behalf of Her Majesty, 
the protectorate of the mainland of Zan- 
zibar, authorising him to give an assur- 
ance to the natives that the religious | 
law of Islam, under which slavery is the | 
lex loci of the locality, should be main- | 
tained. 





Dr. CLARK: I quite agree that both 
sides are in much the same position in 
this matter. We had the assistance of | 
the right honourable Gentleman the | 
Secretary for the Colonies in attacking | 
the late Government when they refused | 
to enforce the law—— 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: The 


question | 
then was entirely different. 


Dr. CLARK: I think not; but, how- 
ever, I want to go back for the moment 
to the Amendment of the right honour- 
able Member for the Forest of Dean. 
The law of England was laid down very | 
definitely by the Attorney General on| 
the occasion of the Debate last year, and | 
the First Lord of the Treasury gave a/| 
pledge that instructions should be sent'| 


out to our officials in Zanzibar to the| 
effect that under the British law, as laid | ; 
down by the Attorney General, as well | 
as under the Indian Penal Code, the| 
action of sending back slaves to their 
masters was illegal, and that British sub- 
jects would be liable to very severe 
penalties for so doing. In accordance 
with that pledge, the authorities in Zan- | 
zibar are telegraphed to, and thereupon | 
a meeting of the council is called. W hat | 
is the result? Sir Arthur Hardinge and | 
Sir Lloyd Matthews decide that, notwith- 
standing the English law, as laid down 
by the Attorney General, and notwith- 
standing the Indian Penal Code, they 


| to be dismissed. 
| . . . 
| content with simply reducing the salary 


| this 


opinion of this House was expressed on 
both sides, and upon strong pressure the 
First Lord gave a pledge which we could 
not get from the right honourable 
Gentleman on this side three or four 
years before. In accordance with that 
pledge, definite directions were sent out 
to our officials in Zanzibar—gentlemen 
whose salaries we pay. The only notice 
they take of it is to say, “We will carry 
out the law just as we please.” I say 
that officials who refuse to loyally carry 
out the decisions of this House, and the 
decisions of the Government employing 
them, ought no longer to be in our ser- 
vice, Sir Arthur Hardinge ought to be 
dismissed, and Sir Lloyd Matthews ought 
We ought not to be 





of Sir Arthur Hardinge ; a much stronger 


| expression of disapproval on the part of 


House is demanded. 


Commanner BETHELL: If I correctly 
| understand the by the 
Attorney General last year, whatever Sir 
Arthur Hardinge or anybody else may 
say or do, they are not relieved from the 
obligations of the British law; I mean 
that whatever directions Sir Arthur Har- 
dinge may give to those gentlemen who 
are serving the country out there, he can- 


decision given 


not release them from the obligations of 
British law; whatever they do is 
done at their own risk, Under those cir- 
| cumStances, I conceive that the matter 
raised by the right honourable Gentle 


the 


| man opposite is, after all, not one of very 


great importance; it is reduced rather 
to a question of discipline, as between Sir 
Arthur Hardinge and the Government, 


who are his official superiors. There is 
one point to which I would draw the 
attention of the Committee. The fact 


that the present Government, as well as 
the Government that preceded them, have 
| found such difficulty in effecting this 
change is, I think, at any rate, a strong 
indication of the difficulties of carrying 
it out. On the evidence of all these 


gentleman who have the responsibility of 
carrying out this policy itis obvious that 
there is much more difficulty than we, 
who merely read the papers, might sup- 
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pose. I, of course, have always been in 
favour of the release of slaves, but, as I 
understand the matter, that is now in 
practice carried out. 


Dr. CLARK: It is not. 


CommanperR BETHELL: I understand 
it is practically carried out in Zanzibar. 
I know that honourable Members oppo 
site say that the slaves should be at 
once freed, but in these matters it is not 
always possible to do what one would 
desire. However strongly we may feel 
about slavery existing under our flag, it 
is undoubtedly the fact that there are 
great difficulties in the way of any imme- 
diate effective action. 


Mr. DALZIEL: When the late Govern- 
ment were in office they pledged them- 
selves to make inquiry into this matter, 
and promised to take action. But what 
was the position then of the right honour- 
able Gentlemen who now sit upon the 
Government Benches? An _ honourable 
Member moved an Amendment censuring 
the Government, and upon that the 
Government promised to make inquiry 
and to take action ; but the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham was not satisfied with a mere 
pledge of that kind. He said: “This ques- 
tion has been negotiated for years, and 
we are no nearer to a solution now than 
we were years ago.” He said it was a 
public disgrace that slavery should exist 
under the British flag, and that it was 
quite time that it came to an end. 1 
wonder whether the right honourable 
Gentleman has forgotten that speech. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHamperuary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): Would the honourable 
Member give me the reference to that 
speech 3 


Mr. DALZIEL: That is on the 8th 
March, 1895. That was the right 
honourable Gentleman’s opinion at that 
time; three years have passed, and that 
state of things has not come to an end 
yet. Now, we are not to-night going to 
debate theoretical questions ; we are going 
to consider practical questions. It is not 
& question whether slavery exists in 


[Fourts Ssrizs.] 
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Zanzibar, or whether its legal status has 
been abolished there, or is going to be 
abolished somewhere else. The plain un- 
varnished fact remains that at the 
present moment we allow the existence 
of slavery under the British flag. There- 
fore it seems to me an extraordinary 
position that, although this matter was 
made a question of a vote of want of con- 
fidence during the time of the late 
Government, and honourable Gentlemen 
opposite were going to turn out that 
Government because it had not fulfilled 
its pledges, yet here to-night Gentlemen 
opposite, who censured the late Govern- 
ment a few years ago, and insisted on 
a policy which would abolish slavery, 
are going to support the present 
Government, although practically nothing 
has been done of any real value to carry 
out the policy that they then enunciated 
so strongly. 


Mr. H. J. WILSON (York, W.R., 
Holmfirth) : In the course of the speeches 
of the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs I have again and again noticed, 
with a dissatisfaction which, I believe, is 
shared by a great many Members of this 
House, that the right honourable Gentle- 
man, with more or less flippancy of 
manner, has justified or made light of 
slavery in a way which is not consistent 
with the traditions of the British people 
or with the traditions of this House. I 
have listened again to-night with regret 
to the remarks of the right honourable 
Gentleman, and when at last he got to 
the point at which he spoke of unfairness 
to landowners, I thought, and I am sure 
that many Members shared the feeling, 
that we had got to a pretty climax indeed 
when the question of human freedom was 
being discussed on the point whether 
landowners should treat human beings as 
if they were on the level with cattle. Sir, 
I did not rise for the purpose of continu- 
ing the discussion, but I believe there is 
a very strong feeling, and I should be 
sorry to suppose that honourable Mem- 
bers opposite do not share that feeling, 
that whatever difficulties there may be in 
connection with this question, it ought 
to be treated with the utmost possible 
gravity, and it is painful to us to hear 
any kind of palliation of the idea that 


Q 
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there should be an absolute property in 
-human flesh. 


Tus FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: There is no desire whatever to 
treat this question in any manner other 
than as it should be treated, and the 
honourable Member who has just sat 
down has but expressed one of the mere 
commonplaces of political and social be- 
lief permeating every section of the House 
and in the country. I do not rise to con- 
tinue the discussion, but to suggest that 
it is desirable in the interests of impor- 
tant business still to come, that the House 
should now divide upon this Amendment 
and then take this Vote, and I will take 
no further Vote afterwards. 


Sir C. DILKE: So far as we are con- 
cerned we are perfectly ready to take a 
Division now, but there is another ques- 
tion, I understand, to be raised by an 
honourable Member opposite upon this 
Vote. 





{COMMONS} 
Mr. GEDGE (Walsall): I only wish to 
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make one observation. I regret that my 
right honourable Friend the Member for 
the Honiton division of Devonshire 1s not 
in his place. He is president of the 
Church Missionary Society, and could 
have spoken with authority. As a vice- 
president of the society, in his 
absence, I may say that I have 
no knowledge whatever of any such 
pledge being given, has 
alleged. We have the utmost contidence 
in Bishop Tucker; he is a man of calm 
and fair judgment, and not at all a man 
who would take up the point of view of a 
zealot or enthusiast; he is thoroughly 
acquainted with the whole subject, and 
bis accuracy can be absolutely relied 
upon; and I am satistied that he can 
have given no pledge of this kind. 


as been 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 55; 
Noes 119.—(Division List No. 285.) 


AYES. 


Allen, Wm. (Newe.-under-L.) ; Joicey, Sir Jam 
Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Birrell, Augustine 


| Lewis, John 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John | Lough, Thomas 
Burns, John Macaleese, Daniel 


Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston | 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. &. 

Fry, Lewis 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hagell, Walter 


Maddison, Fred 


Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John 


Pirie, Duncan 


Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 


M‘Ghee, Richard 


Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 

| Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Provand, Andrew Dryburgh | 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfa 


eS Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodall, William 
Woodhouse,SirJT(Hudd’rsf'ld) 
Woods, Samuel 


erbert 


Fletcher 


. 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. William McArthur and 


rsh.) | Mr. Causton. 


NOES. 


Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Bagot, Captain J. F. 
Balfour, Rt Hn.A.J. (Manch’r) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Brist’l) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bill, Charles 


Bond, Edward 


Bucknill, Thom 
Butcher, John 


Cavendish. V.C 
Cecil, Evelyn ( 





Mr. H. J. Wilson. 


| Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 


| Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
| Cochrane. Hon. T. H. A. E 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 


as Townsend 


George 


.W. (Derbvsh.) 
Hertford, E.) 
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Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cornwallis, F. Stanley W. 
Curzon, RtHn.G.N.(Lanc,SW) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Hozier, Hon, J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
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Kenyon, James 

Lawrence, Sir KE. D. (Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. W. Erskine 

Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon, W. (Liverp’l) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.F. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert Jasper 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H, (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sharpe, William kaward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphrey N. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUny.) 
Verney, Hon. Richard G. 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A, C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. LOWE(Birmingham, Edgbaston) : 
[ have given notice of a Motion for the 
reduction of one item of this Vote, in 
order to raise a question of considerable 
importance to a large number of my con- 
stituents; but I do not think I should do 
that at this late hour, especially remem- 
bering that there is other business of 
vreat importance to come before the 
House. I am quite willing and desirous 
to postpone my Motion if another oppor- 
tunity can be given me. The question I 
desire to raise is one of great importance 
to my constituents, and before waiving 
my right now to move a reduction, I 
should like some assurance that another 
opportunity will be afforded me. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY :I understand from my honourable 
Friend that the question he refers to is 
not one that can be disposed of in a 
minute or two. Perhaps he may be able 
to find an opportunity on Monday. If 
we take this Vote now, the Report will be 
put down for Monday. We propose to 
closure the Votes in Supply at 10 o’ciock 
on Monday. 


Mr. LOWE: The simplest way would 
be for the right honourable Gentleman 
to postpone this Vote. 


VOL. LXIV. [Fourtu Seriss.] 





Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I do not think my honourable 
Friend quite appreciates my suggestion. 
If he adopts it there is more than a good 
chance that he will find an opportunity 
on the Report stage. 


Mr. LOWE: If the right honourable 
Gentleman assures me that he will! do his 
best to find an opportunity for me to 
raise a discussion I cannot but aco ft 
that. 


Vote agreed to. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again on Monday. 


VACCINATION BILL. 

Mr. SPEAKER acquainted the House 
of a Message from the Lords, in which 
they informed this House that they had 
agreed to the Vaccination Bill with 
Amendments to which they required the 
concurrence of this House. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Cnaptin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I move that the 
Amendments of the Lords be considered 
forthwith. 


Motion agreed to. 
R 
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Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
forthwith. 


Lords’ Amendments, ag far as the 
Amendment in page 2, agreed to. 


Amendment, in page 2, line 7, to leave 
out clause 2, the next Amendment, read a 
second time. 


Mction made, and Question put— 


“That this House doth disagree with the 
Lords in the said Amendment.”—/ Mr. 
Chaplin.) 


*THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I need not tell 
the House that this is a material Amend- 
ment, and that it makes a material altera- 
tion in the Bill. I move to disagree with 
the Lords’ Amendment. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (York, N.R., 
Thirsk): I think I am pretty well knowr 
to the House as one whose privilege it 
has hitherto been to follow the lead of 
the present Government, but I am afraid 
that on the present occasion I shall have 
to deprive myself of that pleasure. There 
is one consolation I have in this, that 
although I am disagreeing with the 
Government of August, I am agreeing 
with the Government of Maren, ana. 
indeed, with the Government ap to the 
{8th July last. This clause which the 
Government have struck out of the Bill 
is not a child of the Government at all 
except by adoption, and a very late 
adoption indeed. Marked and disfigured, 
so that its own father tried to disown it 
the other day, this is still the child of 
the honourable Member for Ilkeston. I 
consider that that is a curious parentaze 
for a clause adopted by a Unionist 
Administration. Ministers speak of this 
clause now with all the exaggerated 
enthusiasm of converts. It is not by 
inadvertence that they left it out of their 
Bill when they introduced it into this 
House after the careful deliberation of 
last winter and last spring. It is certain 
that the conscientious objector was in the 
minds of the Cabinet of those days; in 


fact, we know that he was _ present, 
because he was provided for. This 
Bill, as it now’ stands, wita the 


improvements of the other House, prc- 
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vides for the conscientious or any other 
objector ; it provides him with a licence 
to risk the lives of his own children and 
to put his neighbours ot the greatest 
inconvenience and loss for the maximum 
charge of 40s. and costs. Surely that is 
a very reasonable charge. With regara 
to the conscientious objector, I have a 
humiliating confession to make— 
humiliating for any man in any civilised 
country. I have to confess that I believe 
the game of law and order is up so far 
as the conscientious objector is con- 
cerned, but I am conscious that we should 
not make it so cheap as to become a 
social pest. In this clause, as the Bill let: 
this House, there were provided two alter- 
native prices for the licence to which I 
have alluded—a price in cash, and a price 
in oaths. The clause which the Lords 
disagree with was to fix a price in oaths 
for the licence. The Lords have decided 
that the people who do not vaccinate 
their children are more likely to be will- 
ing to take oaths than they are to pay 
cash for their privilege. The other House 
desire to make the position of those who 
do not vaccinate their children as difficult 
as possible, without making it impossible 
altogether, and in that matter I find 
myself on the side of the other House, and 
against the proposal now before this 
House. I cannot understand why the 
Government should make this preference 
for oaths over fines almost a matter of 
conscience, and, certainly, a matter of 
political allegiance. What is the history 
of this question! Up to the 1&th July 
the Government themselves were ‘n 
favour of the test of fines. On that day 
we were invited by the usual very press 
ing invitation, which we all know, to vote 
for fines as against oaths in this matter. 
We came prepared to do so. I am not 
speaking of the very few who came to 
talk ; I am speaking of the majority of 
us who came to vote. But on the 19th 
July, the very next day, a change had 
come over the spirit of the scene, and we 
were invited to vote in favour of oaths 
as against fines. Well, we did so. I do 
not wish to conceal our shame, but I offer 
this excuse for the conduct of those who 
acted as I did. We had only the time 
to 12 o’clock midnight on July 18th 





to 12 o’clock noon on July 19th to 
entirely change our opinion, and to 
realise where we were on this difficult 
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question. I confess for myself that I had; years, and it did its best, I have no 


not the political agility to realise the 
change that had taken place, and to take 
up the attitude that I would have taken 
up had I fully understood where we were. 
It was on that very day when we came 
to vote in that way that we were told 
by the Leader of the House that the 
people of this island were not easily 
moved. I hope that is true, but we are 
now told that the Government have 
developed in a fortnight such a love for 
this child of their adoption that they 
would sooner throw away the Bill, with 
all its totally independent provisions, 
rather than lose this clause, and revert 
to the position they held before this 
unfortunate change of front. Sir, I hope 
that that is not true. The late Govern- 
ment adopted a precisely analogous atti- 
tude to that in the matter of the 
tmployers’ Liability Bill. The other 
House in that case touched a clause which 
they considered was not in any sense of 
the essence of the Bill, but the Govern- 
ment threw away the Bill on that ground, 
and every platform outside rang with 
denunciation of the Government in conse- 
quence. I hope that this Government will 
consent to accept even from the House of 
Lords their own original Bill, and that 
they will not quarrel with that House 
because it has appealed from Philip a 
little upset by the excitement of a tem- 
porary though trying political positior, 
to Philip in that calmer and soberer spirit 
—the usual spirit in which we delight to 
suvport him. 


Mr. MONK (Gloucester): I think the 
House is to be congratulated on the action 
taken by the House of Lords. For my 
part I discover no excuse for a powerful 
Government like that of Lord Salisbury 
being influenced, as it seems to have 
been, by the paid agitation of the Anti- 
Vaccination League. The only argument 
brought forward that I have heard else- 
where in favour of the action of the 
Government is that they are deferring 
to the recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission. If so, why did they not intro- 
duce the recommendations of the Royal 
Commission into their Bill at first? The 
Royal Commission sat for several long 


doubt, to work very hard in favour of 
vaccination. But, instead of that, its 
labours were made use of by the anti- 
vaccinationists. Now, itis a positive insult 
to the common sense of Englishmen, for 
Irishmen and Scotchmen are all in favour 
of vaccination, to propose and insist on a 
clause which practically repeals the Vac- 
cination Acts. The Government cannot 
even claim the opinion of that dis- 
tinguished man, Lord Lister, for he 
acknowledged that it was with pain and 
reluctance that he voted for retaining 
this clause, because he said he did tot 
wish to lose the Bill ; but, after the argu- 
ment that we have just heard from 
my honourable Friend the Member for 
Thirsk, it is unnecessary to say that this 
Bill would be an excellent Bill in the 
shape in which it has now come down 
to this House. I have no hesitation 
as to what vote I should give on this 
occasion. Before I sit down I should 
like to remind the honourable Gentle- 
man the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board that he fell into a very 
great error on Saturday last when he 
said that the honourable Member for 
the University of Edinburgh had sprung 
a mine upon him when he introduced 
the clause which is now clause 3 in the 


Bill. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I beg the hon- 
ourable Member’s pardon. The clause 
moved by the honourable Member for 
the University of Edinburgh contained 
a conscience clause, for which the hon- 
ourable Member voted in the Grand Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. MONK: The right honourable 
Gentleman stated in debate on Saturday 
that the honourable Member for the 
Edinburgh University had moved his 
Amendment without giving previous 
notice and without saying a word to 
him. Let me remind the right honour- 
able Gentleman that he had an inter- 
view with the honourable Member for 
the Edinburgh University, and with two 





other Members of this House, of whom 
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I was one, and that this clause was put 
into his hands and read out, and he 
said that he should oppose it in the 
Grand Committee. Notice was given 
several days before, and I am astonished 
when my right honourable Friend says 
that he had no notice of it, because 
he was present when the following words 
were introduced into the old clause 2 
as it was brought down from the Gran 
Committee, “Except as hereinafter pro- 
vided.” Those words were inserted on 
the Motion of the honourable Member 
for Edinburgh University in order io 
pave the way for this clause. I grant 
that I voted, as my right honourable 
Friend says, for the conscience clause 
of the honourable Member for Edin- 
burgh University, and I did so on this 
ground, that no second penalty should 
be enforced until the child came of 
school-age, the age of four, and then 
that a second penalty might be provided 
if the parent or guardian of the child 
did not make the necessary declaration. 
So much for the remarks of my right 
hcnourakle Friend. Well, Sir, I have 
spoken as I have to-night in consequence 
of the epidemic in my own constituency. 
Let me say that the blocd of those 
innocent children, which was si:ed cwing 
to the neglect of the guardians of the 
poor in that city, cries out against them 
end against the Department over which 
my right honourable Friend presides, 
which ought to have seen that the Vac- 
ciation Acts were duly and properly 
carried out. It is with great pleasure 
that I shall vote in favour of the Bill 
as it has been sent down to us from 
the other House. 


Mr. BOSCAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge) : 
I do not want to occupy the time 
of the House, but I feel that 
I cannot give a silent vote upon this 
question. Like the honourable Mem- 
ber for Thirsk, it is my usual habit 
to support the present Government, but 
I confess that I cannot support them 
to-night, and I very much regret that 
they have not taken the opportunity 
given them in another place to with- 
draw from a most unfortunate position 

Mr. Monk. 
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and to repair an error which, if it goes 
further, I think, will become irreparable. 
I must say that I cannot understand 
the position of the Government upon 
this matter. At the very moment when 
they are removing the principal objec- 
ticns to vaccination and removing those 
provisions which have made it difticult 
to enforce compulsory vaccination in the 
past, they also come forward with a 
proposal to do away with compulsory 
vaccination altogether, thereby inflicting 
a great blow on the community. Unlike 
the honourable Member for Thirsk, I 
object, not only to this conscientious- 
objector clause, but also to the original 
clause in the Bill, and I cannot imagine 
anything more ridiculous than that 
clause which professed to make vaccina- 
tion compulsory, ‘but said that, after 
paying one fine, a man should go free 
end be permitted to spread the disease 
as widely as he liked. ‘The Bill has 
been altered so wonderfully that I really 
cannot remember what the original form 
was, but that was the form at one time, 
and to the form in which it was sent io 
the House of Lords I have the very 
strongest objection. I believe it is said thai 
a strong argument in favour of ‘this clause 
is that it will do away with the anti-vac- 
cinator and the anti-vaccination cry. Sir, 
I do not believe that for one moment. 
I do not think the Government realise 
that the anti-vaccinationists are a pro- 
selytising party, and that they will go 
forward with the weapon that has been 
put into their hands to render vaccin:- 
tion impossible altogether. Ido noi 
think the Government realise the vast 
amount of harm that has been dono 
already by this Bill. We have heard 
that one-third of the children are not 
vaccinated at the present time. I be- 
lieve that is true, but if you consider 
how it is that vaccination is not en- 
forced generally you will find it varies 
by distinct areas—generally speaking, by 
unions. You will find that in some 
unions vaccination is enforced generally, 
and in other unions it is hardly enforced 
at all. What has been the effect of 
this Bill? It has been that in those 
urions where vaccination has been up 
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to the present strictly enforced, owing to 
the zeal of a certain number of mem- 
bers of the boards of guardians  vac- 
cination cannot now be enforced because 
the idea has got about that the Govern- 


ment is opposed to vaccination. That 
will be carried still further with the 
most evil results to the country. H 


do not want to detain the House, but 
I should like to mention that I have 
received a letter from a friend of mine 
who has ‘been for 27 years a guardian 
of a union where vaccination has been 
strictly enforced, and I should like tw» 
read this passage. My friend says— 


“You can hardly realise the bad effect that 

the Vaccination Bill is having already. In 
this union we have had up to date no diffi- 
culty, and all the children practically have 
been vaccinated. This year, for the first 
time, there has been an attempt to evade the 
law, and it has been publicly stated in the 
neighbourhood that the Government no longer 
wishes to enforce vaccination.” 
That has been the result of the policy 
of the Government, and if this clause 
is re-inserted, if the conscientious objec- 
tor is to be exempted from compliance 
with the law, my belief is that in a 
few years’ time, instead of one-third of 
the children not being vaccinated it 
will be practically the greater part of 
the children that are unvaccinated. 
Therefore ! jein with my honourable 
Friend in hoping that the Government 
will seize this opportunity and will either 
refuse to re-insert this clause or will 
withdraw the Bill altogether and intro 
duce a better Bill next year. 


*TaHe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: I must 
say that I have heard with some con- 
siderable astonishment the speeches 
which have been addressed to the House 
in the course of this Debate. My honour- 
able Friend behind me refers to the 
original Bill, and he says that the 
original Bill was a Bill containing but 
one penalty upon those who neglect to 
comply with the law of vaccination. Such 
is the amount of study and care which 
has been paid to the original Bill both 
by my honourable Friend behind me and 
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by the honourable Member who sits 
below the Gangway. 





Mr. J. LOWTHER (Kent, Thanet} - 
May I say: ; 





*THeE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: No, no! 


Mr. J. LOWTHER: I have not spoken 
to-night at all. 


*Tu—E PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: But my right 
honourable Friend gave the other after- 
noon an instance of the total want of 
acquaintance with the original Bill. I 
take the liberty of informing both my 
honourable Friends that they are abso- 
lutely wrong in regard to the original 
Bill. What the original Bill contained 
was two penalties for non-compliance 
with the law, one penalty under section 
29 of the Act of 1867, and a second 
penalty under section 31 of the same Act. 
Both of these honourable Gentlemen who 
have interposed so far in this Debate 
have given us an illustration of their 
total want of information, and the 
total want of study or attention 
to the subject upon which they are now 
attacking Her Majesty’s Government. 
Then they spoke of the great harm which 
has been done to the causa of vaccination 
already. I agree with them. I think a 
good deal of harm has been done to that 
cause. But how has it arisen? The first 
harm done to that cause arose in the 
Grand Committee. How was it brought 
about? We had the honourable Member 
for Gloucester to-night making a state- 
ment which I confess, after his own atti- 
tude in the Grand Committee, filled me 
with amazement. According to him the 
Bill which came down from the Lords 
is an admirable Bill which the honourable 
Member is going to support to-night. 
But the Bill, as it appeared before the 
Grand Committee, was in his view 
a better Bill, because it contained two 
penalties instead of one. How was it 
that when it left the Committee it con- 
tained one penalty instead of two? It 
was due, as I have already explained to 
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the House, to the introduction of the con- 
science clause to which the House of Lords 
objected ; and who were its supporters? 
The honourable Member for Gloucester 
was the first Member to support it. That 
is an illustration of the value of the 
opinions of some of the honourable 
Gentlemen who have spoken up to now 
in condemnation of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. Sir, I almost apologise to the 
House for referring to these attacks which 
are made upon the Government by gentle- 
men who themselves have been the very 
first to advocate the action which they are 
now condemning. Now, if the House 
would allow me, I would like, in a very 
few words before these proceedings termi- 
nate, to appeal to what I would call the 
common sense of Parliament. I believe 
that all of us in this House, everyone who 
has studied or given the least attention 
to this question, is sincerely anxious to 
promote the cause of vaccination. To- 
night we have to choose between two 
separate methods of accomplishing that 
aim. One is by the Bill in the form in 
which it left the House of Commons ; the 
other, and that is the only alternative to- 
night, is to return to the existing Acts of 
Parliament which deal with the matter. 
[Cries of “Why?” |] Honourable Members 
know perfectly well that unless Pavlia- 
ment has changed its opinions suddenly 
for the third time there is no possibility 
of defeating the Amendment which ha: 
been inserted by the House of Lords. 1 
understand from some of my honourable 
Friends on this side of the House that 
they intend to vote for the latter alterna 
tive with its old-fashioned lymph and its 
antiquated 





Mr. GEDGE (Walsall): No. 


*THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: Why does my 
honourable Friend say no? 


Mr. GEDGE: I will tell you as soon 
as you have done. 


*THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: There is no 
doubt about it. 


President of Local Government Board. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: That is an expressi- 
which tha honourable Member has no 
right to use, and I must ask him to with. 
draw it. 


Mr. GEDGE: I willingly withdraw the 
expression, Sir, and I apologise to th: 
House for using it. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: The interrup- 
tion was not only out of order but it was 
perfectly unnecessary, as the honourable 
Member would have seen if he had 
allowed me to finish the sentence. What] 
was saying was. that the existing law, 
with its old-fashioned lymph and anti- 
quated methods “of stational attend- 
ance,” must be reverted to if this Bill 


were lost. [Cries of “Why?”] Because 
there is no provisicn in the exist- 
ing Acts of Parliament for the new 


methods and without some provision it 
cannot be done. That is another illustra- 
tion of the extraordinary want of infor- 
mation that prevails on the part of 
those honourable Members who are oppos- 
ing us to-night. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
how is a return to the existing Acts of 
Parliament going to promote vaccina- 
tion? I would ask honourable Members 
in all seriousness for a moment to con- 
sider this question. I have tried hard in 
the course of these discussions to make it 
clear to Parliament that a vast number 
of local authorities at the present time 
decline absolutely to enforce the law un- 
less some provision is made for what they 
are pleased to call the conscientious 
objector. Well, the number of these local 
authorities is very formidable even at the 
present time. [A /augh.] This is really 
not a laughing matter ; it is an extremely 
serious matter which Parliament has got 
seriously to consider. And even s0, 
with the predominant opinion of Parlia- 
ment, and especially the Commons House 
of Parliament, behind me, it would hava 
been very difficult, though possible, I ad- 
mit, to compel the observance of the law. 
I could have done it, I believe, and I 
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would have done my best to do it, too, 
could I have been certain that the House 
of Commons would have supported me. 
And upon the Second Reading of this Bill, 
when I[ stated my opinion as plainly and 
as frankly as I could to this House and 
the country, and when I was supported 
by a majority of 10 to one, I thought I 
had every reason and every right to be- 
lieve that I had the support of the House 
of Commons behind me. And, more than 
that, all the further powers that could 
have been required were ready, and 
I was prepared to ask for them if 
the local authorities had declined com- 
pliance with the law, the moment we met 
in another Session and I had had some 
experience of how the law was fulfilled, or 
how the local authorities had declined to 
observe it. Then the honourable Member 
for Thirsk says that there was a great 
change between the 18th July and the 
19th July. So there was, but the change 
was not in my mind; it was in the sup- 
port which I received from the House of 
Commons, and after the Second Reading 
of the Bill, when I contrasted the recep- 
tion my proposals met with then, and the 
reception they met with on the Report 
stage, when for a whole night I stood up 
in the House of Commons and not a man 
on my own side supported me ; out of the 
23 Members who spoke, with one excep- 
tion, all supported the Amendment for a 
conscience clause ; how could I do other- 
wise, with my experience of this House, 
than come to the conclusion that there 
had been, as there was—I care not what 
honourable Members say  to-night—a 
very marked and decided change in the 
opinion of the House of Commons on the 
subject? Well, Sir, I came to the con- 
clusion, and this was the only conclusion 
I could come to, that a Minister who tried 
to enforce coercion against all these local 
authorities in the country, whose numbers 
are as formidable as I have stated, with 
the opinion of the House of Commons 
against him, would be utterly undeserv- 
ing of the position which he occupied. 
And let me also ask my honourable 
Friends to further consider this. What 
chance, what possibility had I of obtain- 
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ing further powers of coercion which, to 
my knowledge, would be absolutely neces- 
sary, the actual terms of which I had 
prepared if the local authorities should 
resist me—what chance had I of obtain- 
ing those powers from a House of Com- 
mons which would not even support me 
in resisting a conscience clause? 
[“Oh, oh!”] Honourable Members say 
“Oh!” but these are facts, and I am in 
the recollection of the whole House, 
though many honourable Members per- 
haps were not present then to support 
me who ought to have been in their 
places. How was I treated and supported 
in the Grand Committee? As I told the 
House the other night, I made earnest 
appeals over and over again on that 
Grand Committee ; I sat up till between 
two and three o’clock one morning writ- 
ing letters, making personal appeals to 
Members, few of whom would take 
the trouble to come down and support 
me. Under these circumstances, how was 
it possible for me to suppose that I had 
the continued support of the House of 
Commons for coercion? All my sympa 
thies—I have never concealed them for a 
moment—have been with those honour. 
able Members who are condemning the 
Government to-night. But at the same 
time they must remember that I have 
never put it higher than that it is a 
matter of opinion as to what was, and 
what was not, the most efficacious method 
of promoting vaccination throughout the 


country, whether it was to be done 
by a conscience clause, or whether 
it was to be done by more rigid 


methods of coercion. But the moment 
it ‘became apparent that the opinion 
of Parliament, and of the House 
of Commons in particular, was adverse to 
measures of coercion, from that moment 
coercion became impossible for the 
Government. Some things are possible, 
some are not; and one of those things 
which are not possible is for the strongest 
Government, or for the strongest Minister 
who ever lived, to enforce a Measure of 
coercion upon vast numbers of local 
authorities throughout the country unless 
that Minister has the predominant 


,, 
: 
' 
b 


415 Vaccination 


opinion of the House of Commons behind 
him. What are the Measures that are 
possible at the present moment—what 
are the powers of the Government to 
enforce a compulsory Bill? I could get 
a mandamus against a local authority ; 
which means that I could imprison them ; 
but, so great are their number, that even 
if such a course were possible, the prisons 
of the country at the present time would 
not hold them. Those are the only 
powers we have to enforce coercive 
measures, and that is the whole question. 
The only alternative under the circum- 
stances that the Government had, I con- 
tend, was the policy which we now ask 
you to adopt. There are very many and 
great authorities who have advocated 
this policy—men who can speak with fa 
greater authority than I have any right 
to pretend to have upon this question, 
I certainly formed my opinions upon all 
the information which was before me to 
the best of my ability, and to those 
opinions I still adhere. At the same time 
I-am quite ready and free to admit thot 
I may have been wrong, but whether J 
was right or wrong, in the face of the 
attitude of the House of Commons, it 
would have been absolutely impossible 
for me to give effect to them. Then, what 
is the alternative? The only alternative 
which is open to us is the policy which 
we are now asking the House of Com- 
mons to accept. Under that policy +e 
offer to those who are opposed to vacci- 
nation great advantages which they have 
never possessed before, and we remove, I 
believe, all the real, and certainly the 
most prominent objections which have 
ever been urged against vaccination. 
Those advantages it is impossible to 
couple with the absence of a conscience 
clause at the present moment. I do 
not believe for a single instant that, even 
if the Government were to do such a 
thing, it would be supported by the House 
of Commons in resisting the Amendment 
of the House of Lords, which is before us 
at the present moment. Under these cir- 
cumstances we have no alternative what- 
ever but to accept this Amendment in 
President of Local Government Board. 
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the interests, as far as my Judgment goes, 
of vaccination throughout the country. 
I dread to think of what would be the 
effect upon vaccination if this Bill was 
lost altogether. I am absolutely con- 
fident that if this Bill is lost there wi!l be 
a state of things bordering upon chaos 
with regard to vaccination. I believe 
that after the views which have been 
expressed by so large a proportion of 
the House of Commons more and more 
local authorities throughout the country 
will decline to enforce a law which 
does not couple with it a 
those who are conscientious 
objectors from compliance with that 
law. If they did, there is no _possi- 
bility under the existing powers of com- 
pelling them to observe it, and I am 
absolutely certain, in my own mind, that 
at the present moment, and under all the 
circumstances, the best thing that we c»n 
do in the interest of vaccination is to 
secure as far as it lies with us the 
proposals which the Government submit 
to-night to the House of Commons. 


clause 
freeing 


CotoneL WELBY (Taunton): I do not 
rise with any intention of answering the 
right honourable Gentleman, who has 
stated his case to the House with such 
energy and fervour, but I desire to 
justify the vote that I gave last Satur- 
day for the re-committal of the Bill, 
and to justify the vote which I intend 
to give this evening in support of the 
Lords’ Amendment. I give the Leader of 
the House, and the President of the Local 
Government Board credit for having con- 
vinced themselves that there is no change 
of principle between the clause which 
was struck out of the Bill and the new 
clause which has been inserted in it. I 
give them credit for being convicted by 
their own arguments, but I regret that 
that conviction has not been brought 
home to myself. If I felt convinced that 
there was no change of principle in this 
alteration, it would simply be a matter of 
detail, and it would only be a choice of 
two ways of doing the same thing, and I 
should trust to their judgment and their 
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greater experience, But it seems to me 
that the clause which was struck out en- 
tailed this principle: that the good of the 
community is to be placed above the 
prejudices of the individual. In the new 
clause, the prejudices of the individual 
are to be placed above the good of the 
community. I believe this is a very im- 
portant matter of principle ; it is one of 
the great fundamental principles upon 
which society rests at the present time. 
Those who have studied the history of 
religious belief know that there was a 
curious sect of Anabaptists. who founded 
their doctrines upon a precept of scrip- 
ture and thought that they ought to act 
like children. They began by adopting 
the dress of children ; they then took to 
riding hobby horses, and they took to all 
sorts of childish games; then they 
assumed to themselves the innocence of 
childhood, and said that they could do 
without clothes. Now, supposing that 
that sect were to grow again in this 
country—and in an age which I think 
may be called a crazy age, and an age 
of self-advertisement, there is no knowing 
what ancient folly may not come to the 
surface—would the right honourable 
Gentleman the President of the Local 
Government Board permit Members of 
that'sect to make an affidavit before two 
justices that they had a conscientious 
objection to wearing clothes? I am cev- 
tain that the right honourable Gentle 
man would not entertain that idea for 
one moment. 





AN HONOURABLE MemBer: Why not? 


Coroner WELBY: I will tell the 
honourable Gentleman why he would 
not; it would not be because he 
knew that these unfortunate, silly 
people would catch cold, and _per- 
haps get pneumonia, and _ perhaps 
entail their own death, but the objection 
would be that going without clothes would 
be contrary to public morality. This is 
the principle; it is the good of the com- 
munity against the prejudices of indi- 
viduals. I know that this Bill contains 
many good clauses, which we should all 
be glad to see passed, but so important 
do I conceive to be this great principle of 
putting the good of society against the 
prejudices of the individual, that I feel 
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it is my duty to vote for the rejection of 
this clause, even if it entails the rejec- 
tion of the Bill, or the postponement of 
it till next Session. I trust that the 
House will feel, from what I have said, 
that my reason for voting for the Lords’ 
Amendment, and, on this occasion, 
against Her Majesty’s Government, is, at 
any rate, a conscientious one, 


*Mr. GEDGE: A few moments ago I 
used an unparliamentary expression, for 
which I, of course, promptly and wil- 
lingly apologised. May I be allowed to 
explain what I meant when I cried 
“Shame”! What I really meant was 
“unfair.” The right honourable Gentle- 
man the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board imputed to those who ex- 
pressed their intention of voting against 
the Government on this clause the wish 
to wreck the Bill, or, at any rate, the 
knowledge that the action they proposed 
to take would mean the loss of the Bill. 
When I cried “Shame,” I meant that 
that was unfair, because nothing could be 
further from the truth, In another 
place, this bogey of the loss of the Bill 
was also held out, but even in that 
House, where the Government commands 
about seven-eighths of the votes, what 
were tue figures? It is said that the 
majority was a very small one, but it 
must be remembered that of the mino- 
rity of 38 who voted with the Govern- 
ment more than half are connected with 
the Government by the closest ties—in 
fact, more than half are actually paid 
Members of the Government, so that 
really the majority was about two to 


one. It was stated in that House that if - 


the clause were thrown out the Bill would 
be lost, and that bogey did not have the 
effect intended. I deny that the rejec 
tion of the clause means the loss of the 
Bill. There is a third course, and that 
is what we desire, and what the right 
honourable Gertleman knows very well 
that we desire, and that is, to pass the 
Bill as it stands now. I submit that if we 
are so fortunate as to obtain a majority 
to-night agreeing with the Lords’ Amend- 
ment, it will not be in the power of the 
Government to withdraw the Bill. I do 


not see how they can very well invoke 


the Royal prerogative to veto a Bill that 
has been passed by both Houses. It is: 














































PS PRIA Wa Ses Ce RE el eS 


ce 


as 


a 


, 
F 
? 
5 


419 Vaccination 


only in the event of our being in a mino- 
rity to-night, and the Lords standing by 
their Amendment, as I hope they will, 
that the Bill can be lost. Sir, we do 
not wish to lose the Bill; we wish it 
passed; and why? Because it contains a 
number of provisions that we conceive 
to be of the greatest value. We were 
told to-night, and I think most correctly, 
that the Bill is substantially the same 
now as it was when it was first brought 
in by the Government. The President 
of the Local Government Board denied 
that, because he said the Bill now con- 
tained only one penalty instead of two; 
but surely that is a mere matter of 
detail. I am not surprised that the 
right honourable Gentleman amused him- 
self, and amused the House, with all these 
personal attacks. He argued in personam 
because he could not argue in rem. He 
failed to deal with any of the arguments 
urged against this clause. But, irrespec- 
tive of the merits of this particular 
matter, what moves me most in regard 
to the action of the Government is that 
they, a Conservative Government, are 
introducing the most radical and re7zolu- 
tionary proposal ever heard of. You 
may search the whole Statute Book, and 
you will not find a single Act of Parlia- 
ment which says, * The law is so and so, 
but those who do not like it may leave 
it; anyone may disobey it who pleases.” 
That is what this Act says. That is 
making the law a simple scarecrow in- 
tended to frighten foolish birds, and fail- 
ing to do so. 


Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover): I cannot 
‘agree with the honourable and gallant 


* Member for Taunton that we are here 


to discuss the abstract principles on 
which society rests. I think we are here 
to discuss the practical question of how 
the salutary operation of vaccination can 
best be spread in this country, and I 
think that, in the second place, if I may 
say so, we are here to consider how this 
House should comfort itself when an 
Amendment has been carried in another 
place, in a thin House, by a majority of 
two—an Amendment which is diametri- 
‘cally opposed to a Vote emphasised in 
this House by a majority of 10 to one. 


Mr. GEDGE: No. 
Mr. Gedge. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Well, it was by a 
very large majority. I think the minority 
numbered 29. 


*Mr. GEDGE: On a Saturday after- 


noon, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: And this was at the 
end of the summer; so that I think, as 
between the two Houses, we may set off 
the one as against the other. Now, we 
have to consider how we shall comport 
ourselves to the right honourable Gentle- 
man in charge of this Bill. There is not 
a man in this House who will say that 
the right honourable Gentleman’s con- 
duct of this Bill has not been an example 
of all that is straightforward. He has 
given us his own views, but rather than 
wreck the Bill he has done what any 
capable Minister would have done in his 
place; he has taken the sense of the 
House, and has saved what will be a 
most valuable Bill. What are we dis- 
cussing to-night, after all? We are not 
discussing whether vaccination is a good 
thing, and whether anti-vaccination is a 
foolish fad, or whether vaccination should 
be compulsory. Out of 600 boards of 
guardians 120 decline to enforce the 
Acts. Out of 900,000 children born 
every year in the country 300,000 are not 
vaccinated. There is no compulsory 
vaccination in practice. For the first 
time I gather that a number of the Tory 
party have become theoretical dogma- 
tists, but I tell them that there is no com- 
pulsory vaccination in practice in this 
country. Compulsory conscription is the 
law in France and Germany. Would you 
call it compulsory conscription if upon a 
man paying a fine of 5s. once or twice 
he could snap his fingers and say, “ You 
can do your soldiering for yourself”? 
There is nothing like compulsory vaccina- 
tion in this country. This is a practical 
question—the question how we can get 
the children vaccinated; how we can 
induce adults to submit to re-vaccination. 
And this question will be put back to a 
far distant date if we throw over the right 
honourable Gentleman in charge of this 
Bill by submitting to an Amendment 
carried at the tail end of the Session by an 
insignificant majority in the other House. 
I should like, if I could, to put this in a 
way which would carry the assent of the 
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honourable Members who have spoken to- 
night. Several honourable Members on 
this side have spoken, and three of them 
prefaced their speeches by saying that 
they did not think it wise to give a 
silent voice. I think, under those circum- 
stances, the obligation of loquacity is 
rather on the other side, and that I am 
bound to justify the vote I am going to 
give in favour of the Government. I 
would ask those honourable Gentlemen 
to consider what is the point before us 
this evening; and, to do that fairly, I 
will take, for a moment, the case as put 
forward by the very astute Gentleman 
who opened this Debate. He did not say 
that he was speaking for vaccination as 
against the anti-vaccinationists; he 
did not say that he was speaking for 
compulsion as against the voluntary sys- 
tem. He said that he had been asked to 
vote one day for oaths instead of fines 
and on another day for fines as against 
oaths. He narrowed down the issue to 
that, and that is the real issue. There is 
no question of principle in this matter 
at all. I believe the decision we arrived 
at after a long Debate in this House was 
a wise one, in order to disarm opposition 
in this matter. You cannot go against 
such a consensus of opinion as is involved 
in the action of 120 popularly-elected 
boards of guardians refusing to enforce 
the law; and you are inspired by a very 
cheap form of courage if you think that 
by insisting on putting certain words in 
an Act of Parliament you are vindicating 
principles, and standing forth as the last 
of the Romans. You are doing nothing 
of the kind. The question before you 
to-night is, will you have an oath, or will 
you have a fine? I think that a system 
requiring a declaration from those who 
have conscientious objections to this prac- 
tice is less likely to augment and increase 
the agitation against vaccination than 
having a man up for doing that which 
he will never believe is a crime. I think 
when the issue is properly appreciated, 
and when we have had such straightfor- 
ward dealing as we have had from the 
right honourable Gentleman in charge of 
this Bill, the obligation on us is a very 
great one, if we are to vindicate the 
position and dignity of this House, and if 
we behave with a spark of generosity to- 
wards the right honourable Gentleman, 
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who, having his own views, has given way 
to the sense of this House—I should con- 
sider that we should be doing an un- 
worthy and ungenerous thing if we did 
not support the right honourable Gentle 
man. 


Mr. J. LOWTHER: My honourable 
Friend who has just sat down says—what 
I for one cordially agree in—that 
the right honourable Gentleman the 
President of the Local Government Board 
heartily deserves our sympathy. The 
right honourable Gentleman has  con- 
ducted this Bill, as he does all business 
that falls to his share, as a Gentleman 
and a man of honour. He has told us 
frankly his opinions are not changed, but 
that he has been compelled by the action 
of the House of Commons, or a certain 
section of the House of Commons, to give 
way upon a point on which he felt 
strongly—in what direction’—in the 
direction of the line adopted by the 
House of Lords. My honourable Friend 
says that we should be wanting in gene 
rosity if we did not support the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board. I 
would like to know in what way the right 
honourable Gentleman is to be sup 
ported. Is he to be supported in carry- 
ing into effect what he has told us over 
and over again is his own solemn, con- 
scientious conviction, or is he to be sup- 
ported in carrying out what is exactly 
contrary to that conviction! He said only 
on Saturday last that the proposal which 
was carried against him in the Grand 
Committee was a “ridiculous” Amend- 
ment. He used that strong term more 
than once, and he said that the effect of 
the Amendment which the House even- 
tually did adopt, and which the House 
of Lords has very wisely cut out, would 
be, in his judgment, followed by  out- 
breaks of small-pox all over the country. 
Now, that is not an opinion of a Mem- 
ber of the Government hastily formed ; 
it is the opinion of the responsible 
Minister charged with the administration 
of an Act relating to the public health. 
When he warns the House of Commons 
that the adoption of an Amendment of 
that kind will produce such a result, it 
seems very strange that my honourable 
Friend the Member for Dover should 


come down here, and insist, as an act of 









































aT eM ARATE mL. 


ie 


423 Vaccination 


generosity towards the President of the 
Local Government Board, on retaining 
in the Bill a provision which the right 
honourable Gentleman practically 
stamped as ridiculous. It is true the 
term “ridiculous” was not applied to 
this particular Amendment, but it was 
applied to an Amendment which was as 
closely related to this as tweedledum to 
tweedledee. Therefore, in voting against 
the Lords’ Amendment, we are practi- 
cally supporting the scheme originally 
introduced by the President of the Local 
Government Board, and I think that is 
a way of expressing sympathy and sup- 
port with him which he himself would 
be the first to welcome. It is not a fair 
way of putting it to say that the House 
of Commons has now either to accept the 
Amendment re-inserting the clause cut 
out by the House of Lords, or to drop 
the Bill. I say it is nothing of the kind. 
This Bill contains provisions unani- 
mously accepted by both Houses of Par- 
liament, and those provisions we desire 
to see passed into law. Do the Govern- 
ment mean to say that they would, from 
mere pique, throw aside the provisions 
which they themselves deemed essen- 
tial? Strong expressions have been used 
with regard to various actions of this 
House, but I can imagine nothing more 
childish, I can imagine no grosser 
breach of public duty than if the Govern- 
ment were to tell us that they would 
make themselves responsible for hand- 
ing the country back to the old state of 
things. My honourable Friend who has 
just sat down talks about the insignifi- 
cant majority by which the Amendment 
was carried in the House of Lords. Well, 
there were 80 Peers present, and there 
were only something like 150 (scarcely 
double the number) of Members of this 
House who took part in the Division of 
Saturday. Considering that the House of 
Lords had had no chance of discussing 
this matter until the month of August, I 
think we have had from them a very 
emphatic expression of opinion. It is not 
for me to express any opinion as to what 
the House of Lords will do. I, for one, 
hope that they will stand their ground, 
and throw upon the Government the re- 
sponsibility of rejecting what is practi- 
cally their own original scheme. 
Mr. J. Lowther. 
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Mr. ARNOLD (Halifax) : I wish to call 
the attention of honourable Members 
who are now opposing the Government 
on the ground that they themselves are 
strong supporters of vaccination to one 
important fact which, I think, they have 
overlooked. We are honoured by the 
presence in this House of several medi- 
cal men—for instance, the honourable 
Member for Ilkeston, and the honourable 
Member for the University of Edin- 
burgh. They have both told us most em- 
phatically that it is in the interests of 
vaccination that they wish this Bill to 
be passed without any coercion what- 
ever; they desire that the conscientious 
objector should be excused from having 
his children vaccinated. That is the 
opinion of honourable Members who 
thoroughly understand the question. It 
was also the opinion of a large and im- 
portant Royal Commission, which sat for 
many years. They were not unanimous 
upon many points, but they were unani- 
mous on this one point—that coercion 
must be done away with. We have 
heard a great deal about compulsory vac- 
cination. Compulsory vacciration never 
has existed in England, and it never 
will. There have been attempts at com- 
pulsory vaccination, but it has always 
been impossible to enforce the law. We 
have tried, for many years, a system of 
coercion, and it has met with no success, 
because to-day the number of unvacci- 
nated children is larger than it ever was 
before. I think the Government deserve 
praise from the whole House in now 
offering to the country a policy of per- 
suasion instead of coercion. As a loyal 
supporter of the Government, I am de 
lighted to be able to vote with them on 
this occasion. Honourable Members talk 
of voting for fines as against oaths. Let 
us consider for a moment what a fine 
means. Toa parent who is well off it is 
simply an annoyance; to a poor man it 
is persecution. You had far better leave 
it to the conscience of parents as to 
whether they will submit their children 
to vaccination or not. I have much plea- 
sure in supporting the rejection of the 
Lords’ Amendment. 


Sir W. HARCOURT: There is an _in- 
cident in ancient mythology which has 
been illustrated by a great artist in 
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the past. It is the story of Acteon de- 
voured by his own hounds. I have 
always had a great sympathy with that 
admirable sportsman in the melancholy 
fate which overcame him. But I do 
not intend to enter into the dispute 
which seems to have become serious be- 
tween the Government and a certain 
section of their own supporters. Up 
to this time we have not dealt with the 
great question of vaccination as a party 
question at all. We have had to con- 
sider, and I believe the House of Com- 
mons has considered, what is the best 
course to take in order to more largely 
increase vaccination in this country! At 
this, which I may call the eleventh hour 
in the life of this Bill, we have still to 
consider that question. There are two 
things that may happen to this Bill. 
It may fail altogether; and then we 
revert to the old system, which everybody 
regards as a bad system—a bad form 
of attempted compulsion which is no 
compulsion, as has been very well 
pointed out in the very sensible speech, 
if I may be allowed to say so, of the 
honourable Gentleman who has just sat 
down. But there is another possibility 
that has been referred to by my right 
honourable Friend the Member for 
Thanet, and that is that this Bill should 
not’ be dropped, but should go on, the 
Amendment suggested by the House of 
Lords being adopted. Now, I would 
ask herourable Members, as_ practical 
men desiring to promote vaccination, to 
consider what will happen with vaccina- 
tion hereafter if that course should be 
adopted. It cannot be as if nothing 
had happened; it cannot be as if the 
Bill had been accepted by the House 
of Commons and by the House of Lords 
in its original extent. What has taken 
place here cannot be undone. The 
country will know exactly what has been 
the course taken by both Houses of 
Parliament with reference to the case 
of the conscientious objector. Suppos- 
ing you strike the conscientious objector 
out of this Bill; those who maintain 
his view will have the right to appeal 
to the opinion of the Royal Commission. 
It is said that you are giving way to 
the opinions of faddists. Well, Sir, 
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the members of the Royal Commission 
cannot be called faddists; you cannot 
apply that expression to Lord Herschell 
or to St. James Paget and the other 
eminent physicians who were the first, 
so far as I know, to recommend this 
concession to the conscientious objector. 
I cannot set aside the fact that, in 
spite of the efforts of the right honour- 
able Gentleman who had the conduct 
of the Bill in the Grand Committee, 
this principle recommended by the Royal 
Commission was carried by a largs 
majority of nearly two to one. 


Mr. GEDGE: No; 
majority of two only. 


there was a 


Sm W. HARCOURT: I mean for the 
Amendment of the honourable Member 
for the Edinburgh University. 


Mr. GEDGE: The figures were 22 
to 20. 


Sm W. HARCOURT: If that is so, the 
majority was exactly the same as in 
the House of Lords. Now, those who 
take the view of the conscientious ob- 
jector will be able to appeal to the 
Royal Commission, who know a great 
deal more about the subject, I venture 
to say, than any of us can do, whe 
have not had an opportunity of exhaus- 
tively studying it. We cannot set 
that opinion aside, and it will not be 
set aside in the country by those who 
maintain the view of the conscientious 
objector. They will be able to appeal 
to the decision of the Grand Committee : 
they will be able to appeal to the 
majority of the House of Commons— 
an appeal which will be all the stronger 
because the decision was accepted by 
those who were originally hostile to it, 
and they will be able to appeal to as 
able a speech as ever was made, I think, 
by the Prime Minister in the House of 
Lords in favour of the Bill as it went 
up from the House of Commons, and 
against the Bill as it was altered in 
the House of Lords. Then you will 
send this Bill forth to the country— 
a Bill which you desire to succeed—with 
its new fort of lymph and domiciliary 
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visits, and you will send it forth with 
this blot upon it, that there has been 
struck out the provision excusing people 
who object to vaccination on conscien- 
tious grounds, a provision supported by 
all these great authorities. I say that 
your Bill will never work—it is impos- 
sible. The whole of this array of 
authority will be in the hands of those 
who are against vaccination. Whea 
you endeavour to make your boards of 
guardians carry out the Act you will 
fail. In what position will it place the 
inagistrates of ‘his country who are 
to enforce vaccination. In my opinion 
you will have destroyed all chance of 
enforcing vaccination upon those who 
oppose it on conscientious grounds, ve- 
cause you will actually have armed the 
conscientious objector with new weapons. 
Therefore I venture to urge honourable 
Members to take the course which has 
commended itself up to this point to the 
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and no supporter of the interference of 
the House of Lords with the legisla- 
tion of this House, but if you are to 
examine the votes in the House of Lords 
I confess I think that the authority 
even of the House of Lords itself, in 
spite of the majority of two, is strongly 
in favour of the Bill as it went up 
from the House of Commons. That 
being the real situation, and putting all 
these recriminations aside as to the 
course the Government have taken in 
this matter, I believe they have arrived 
at a sound conclusion, and that ths 
allowance to be made in favour of the 
conscientious objector will aid rather 
than obstruct the cause of vaccination. 
I shall therefore cordially support the 
Government to-night in the course they 
are adopting, and vote against the 
Amendment of the Lords. 


The House divided: Ayes 129, Noes 
34.—(Division List No. 286.) 
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Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 


Bartley, George C. T. 


Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin | 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bucknill, Thomas Townsend 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doogan, P. C. 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
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Woodall, William 
Woodhouse, SirJ T(Hudd’rsf’ld) 
Woods, Samuel 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 


NOES. 


Greene, W. R. (Cambs) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Helder, Augustus 

Howard, Joseph 

Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Monk, Charles James 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and. 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Pierpoint, Robert 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire), 
Strauss, Arthur 

Thornton, Perzy M. 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Duncombe and Mr. 
Verney. 





Clause so restored to the Bill amended, 
by inserting, in line 4, after “justices,” 
the words “or a stipendiary or Metro- 
politan police magistrate” ; 
after “justices,” the words 


in line 7, 
“or magis- 


{ 
| 
| 
| 


} 


trate” ; and by adding at the end of the | 


e | 
clause, as a new sub-section, the words— | _, : 
| Chaplin.) 


Committee nominated of Mr. Chaplin. 
Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Attorney General, 
Mr. Sclicitcr General, Sir William Wal- 


|}rond, Mr. Walter Long, and Lord 
| Stanley. 

To withdraw immediately. 

Three to be the quorum._/(Mr. 


“(2) This section shall come into operation | 
on the passing of this Act, but in its appli- | 
cation to a child born before the passing of | 
this Act there shall be substituted for the | 
period of four months from the birth of the 
child the period of four months from the | 


passing of this Act.” 


Sir W. HARCOURT: I desire to say 


that I have verified the statement I made | 
| granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 


as to the majority by which the Amend- 
ment was carried in the Grand Commit- 
tee. I stated that it was carried by 
a majority of two to one, and the hon- 
ourable Gentleman the Member for 
Walsall, contradicted me. I find that 
the Vete was really 20 as against 11, 
so that I was substantially right in 
saying that the 
I wish to have that recorded. 


majority was two 


to one. 
Subsequent Amendment agreed to. 


Committee appointed to draw up 
Reasons to be assigned to the Lords for 
disagreeing to one of their Amendments 


to the Bill. 


SUPPLY [4th August]. 

Resolutions reported. 

CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1898-99. 

CLASS VI. 

1. “That a sum not exceeding £272,887, he 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
Superannuation, Retired, and Compassionate 


Allowances and Gratuities under sundry sta- 
tutes, and for Compassionate Allowances and 


| Gratuities awarded by the Treasury, and for 


the Salaries of Medical Referees.” 


2. ‘That a sum, not exceeding £2,630, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 


| necessary to defray the Charge which will 


come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
certain Pensions to Masters and Seamen of 
the Merchant Service, and to their Widows 
and Children.” 


5. “That a sum, not exceeding £793, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
certain Miscellaneous Charitable and other 


Allowances in Great Britain.” 
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4. “That a sum, not exceeding £135,653, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
a Grant in Aid of the Local Cost of Main- 
tenance of Pauper Lunatics in Ireland.” 
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5. “That a sum, not exceeding £8,576, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
Hospitals and Infirmaries, and certain Miscel- 
laneous, Charitable, and other Allowances in 
Ireland, including sundry Grants in Aid.” 


CLASS VII. 


6. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,924, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for 
certain Miscellaneous Expenses.” 


7. “That a sum, not exceeding £20,000, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to detray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1899, for a Grant to the Congested Districts 
(Scotland) Fund, constituted by The Con- 
gested Districts (Scotland) Act, 1897, in Aid 
of Expenditure in carrying out the purposes 
of the Act and for other purposes.” 


8. “That a sum, not exceeding £6,018, he 
grantea to Her Majesty, to defray the Charge 
wu.ch will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1899, for the repayment to the Civil Uon- 
tingencies Fund of certain Miscellaneous 
Advances.” 


CLASS II. 

9. “That a sum, not exceeding £39,280, be 
‘granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
the Salaries of the Law Officers’ Department ; 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Department 
of the Solicitor for the Affairs of Her 
Majesty’s Treasury, Queen’s Proctor, and 
Director of Public Prosecutions ; the Costs of 
Prosecutions, of other Legal Proceedings, and 
of Parliamentary Agency.” 


10. “That a sum, not exceeding £30,800, he 


granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
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come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for 
such of the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature as are not 
charged on the Consolidated Fund.” 


12. “That a sum, not exceeding £5,285, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
comme in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the 
Land segistry.” 


13. “ That a sum, not exceeding £28,810, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
the Salaries and Expenses connected with the 


County Courts.” 


14. “'Thatasum, not exceeding £41,107, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for 
the Salaries of the Commissioner and Assistant 
Commissioners of the Metropolitan Police, and 
of the Receiver for the Metropolitan Police 
District, the Pay and Expenses of Officers of 
Metropolitan Police employed on special duties, 
and the Salaries and Expenses of the Inspectors 
of Constabulary.” 


15. “That a sum, not exceeding £424,696, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, 
for the Expenses of the Prisons in England, 
Wales, and the Colonies.” 


16. “That a sum, not exceeding £122,698, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Expense of the Maintenance of 
Juvenile Offenders in Reformatory, Indus- 
trial, and Day Industrial Schools in Great 
Britain, and of the Inspectors of Reforma- 


tories.” 


17. “That a sum, not exceeding £22,251, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for 
the Maintenance of Criminal Lunatics in the 
Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, fer 
certain Miscellaneous Legal Expenses, includ- 
ing a Grant in Aid of the Expenses of the 
Incorporated Law Society.” 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order of 
the House of the 18th day of July last, Mr. 


11. “That a sum, not exceeding £206,251, Speaker adjourned the House without question 


be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the | put. 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which will 


House adjourned at 2.10. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 8th August 1898. 





Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at a quarter past 
Four of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


COMPANIES BILL. [H.L.] 

Report from the Select Committee (with 
the Minutes of Proceedings) made, and to 
be printed. [No. 207.] Minutes of evi- 
dence laid upon the Table, and to be de- 
livered out. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL. 
Moved, that Standing Orders Nos. 143 
and 143a be considered in order to their 
being dispensed with in respect of the 
said Bill; agreed to; Bill read the third 
time with che Amendments; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


LANCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, AND 

EAST COAST RAILWAY BILL. 

Returned from the Commons 
the Amendments agreed to. 


with 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAILWAY 
AND DOCK BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


MIDDLESEX COUNTY COUNUIL BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to. 


VOL. LXIV. {FourtH Serus.] 
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LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to, with Amend- 


ments; the said Amendments considered, 
and agreed to. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SECONDARY EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Report for the year 1898 by Sir Henry 
Craik, K.C.B., on the inspection of higher 
class schools and the examination for 
leaving certificates. 


BIRTHS, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES 
(ENGLAND) 
Sixtieth annual Report of the Regie 
trar-General, for 1897. 


NATIONAL DEBT. 


History of the earlier years of the 
funded Debt, from 1864 to 1786. 


AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS 
LAND). 

I. General abstracts, showing the acre 
age under crops, also the number and 
description of live stock in each county 
and province, for 1897-98 ; 


(IRE- 


II. Tables showing the extent in sta- 
tute acres, and the produce of the crops, 
for the year 1898; 


III. (Migratory Labourers.) Report 
and tables relating to migratory agricul- 
tural labourers, for the year 1898. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND). 
Report of the Board, for the period 
from Ist April, 1897, to 31st June, 1898. 
s 


rf 


ge 
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BANKING, RAILWAY, AND SHIPPING 
STATISTICS (IRELAND). 
Report for the half-year ended 30th 
June, 1898. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 
Return of Proceedings during the 
months of March, April, and May, 1898. 


QUEEN'S COLLEGE, GALWAY. 
Annual Report of the President, for the 
Session 1897-98. 


INDIA (CANTONMENT REGULATIONS). 
Instructions issued by the Government 


of India on the Cantonment Regulations, 
published 15th October, 1897. 


Ve 


LABOUR DEPARTMENT, BOARD OF 
DE. 


Fifth annual abstract of labour statis- 
tics of the United Kingdom. 


TRADE UNIONS. 
Report by the chief labour correspon- 
dent of the Board of Trade on trade 
unions, 1897; with comparative statistics 


for 1892-97. 


STRIKES AND LOCK-OUTS. 


Report by the chief labour correspon- 
dent of the Board of Trade on the strikes 
and loek-outs of 1897, with statistical 
tables. 


INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY AND MER- 
CHANDISE MARKS. 


Papers and correspondence relative to 
the recent conference at Brussels on the 
subject of industrial property and mer- 
chandise marks. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


{LORDS} 
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NAVAL PRIZE MONEY. 


Account showing the receipt and ex- 
penditure of naval prize, bounty, salvage, 
and other moneys, between the Ist April, 
1897, and the 3lst March, 1898; laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (WARWICK- 
SHIRE). 

Resolution of the County Council of 
Warwickshire dividing the Chilvers Coton 
Parliamentary polling district into two 
new Parliamentary polling districts; laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION. 


Treasury Minute, dated 29th July, 
1898, declaring that John William 
Squiers, postman, Woodford Green, in the 
service of the Postmaster General, was 
appointed without a civil service certifi- 
cate, through inadvertence on the part of 
the head of his Department; laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 

Return, for the vear ended 31st March, 
1898, of the Army and Navy officers 
permitted under rule 2 of the regulations 
drawn up under section 6 of the Act 
to hold civil employment of profit under 
public Departments; laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (PARTICU- 

LARS OF PIECE-WORK WAGES) 

(WHOLESALE TAILORING) 

Order of the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, dated 6th August, 
1898, applying, with modifications, the 
provisions of section 40 of the Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1895, to factories and 
workshops in which wholesale tailoring is 
carried on; laid before the House (pur- 
suant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
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RAILWAY SERVANTS (HOURS OF 
LABOUR). 

Report by the Board of Trade respect- 
ing the proceedings of the Board of Trade 
under the Railway Regulation Act, 1893, 
during the year ended 27th July, 1898; 
laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 
Report by the Board of Trade on their 
proceedings and business under the 
Weights and Measures Acts, 1878 to 
1897 ; laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


LOCAL TAXATION RETURNS (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT, 1881. 

The annual local taxation Returns for 
the year 1896-97; laid before the House 
{pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT 


LAND) BILL. 

Read the first time; to be printed ; and 
to be read the second time To-morrow: 
{The Lord Balfour); and Standing 
Orders Nos. XXXIX. and XLV. to be 
considered in order to their being dis- 
pensed with. [No. 208.] 


(SCOT- 


NONCONFORMIST MARRIAGES 
(ATTENDANCE OF REGISTRARS) 
BILL. 


House in Committee, as ordered. 


Question put— 
aa clauses 1, 2, and 3 stand part of the 
ill.” 


Motion agreed to. 


{8 Avaust 1898} 


Marriages Bill. 488 
Cuause 4. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Page 1, line 18, leave out ‘such,’ and 
insert ‘the.”—(The Earl of Selborne.) 


THe Earn or SELBORNE: The 
Amendments that I have te move are 
merely drafting Amendments, and I hope 
your Lordships will agree to them. 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 22, after ‘or,’ insert ‘certificate 
and.’”—(T'he Earl of Selborne.) 
Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Question put— 


“That clause 4, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 
CuavseE 5. 


Amendment pronosed— 


“ Page 2, line 2, leave out ‘ such,’ and insert 
‘the.””—(T'he Earl of Selborne.) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 5, leave out ‘ such,’ and insert ‘the.’ ” 
—(The Earl of Selborne.) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


\ 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 8, leave out ‘such.’”"—(The Earl 
of Selborne.) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Line 9, leave out ‘intended.’”—(The Earl 
of Selborne.) 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 16, leave out ‘said.’”"—(The Earl 
of Selborne.) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 17, after ‘instructions,’ insert ‘in 
the prescribed form.’”—(7'he Earl of Sel- 
borne.) 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 17, leave out ‘said.’”—(The Earl 
uf Selborne.) 


Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Lines 17 and 18, leave out ‘in the form 
prescribed by rules under this Act.’” 


—(The Earl of Selborne.) 
Question put. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Question put— 


“That clause 5, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 


Ciause 6. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 2, lines 19 and 20, leave out ‘the 
provisions of.””—(7'he Earl of Selborne.) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


{LORDS} 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Line 20, leave out ‘said.’”—(T'he Earl of 
Selborne. ) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 25, leave out ‘I call upon these 
persons here present to witness that.’”— 
(Viscount Llandaff.) 


Viscount LLANDAFF: My Lords, the 
object of this Amendment is to make the 
declaration conform in terms to the form 
of the marriage service whichis common, 
certainly, to the Catholic Church, the 
English Church, and, I believe, to many 
of the Dissenting churches. 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 26, leave out ‘lawful.’”—/(Viscouns 
Llandaff.) 


Viscount LLANDAFF: My Lords, I 
move this Amendment for the same 
reason. 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 28, leave out ‘declaration.’ "—(Vie- 
count Llandaff.) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 32, after ‘person,’ insert ‘ir this 
Act referred to as an authorised person.’ ”"— 


(Viscount Llandaff.) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Question put— 


“That clause 6, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 


Cuause 7. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Page 3, lines 4 and 5, leave out 
‘at which the registrar is not required to 
be present,’ and insert ‘under this Act.’” 
—+(The Earl of Selborne.) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Line 8, leave out ‘said.’”—(The Earl 
of Selborne.) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment pronosed— 


“Line 18, leave out ‘other.’”"—(Vhe Earl 
of Selborne.) 


Question put. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Question put— 


“That clause 7, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 


Question put— 


“That clauses 8, 9, 10, and 11 be added to 
the Bill.” 


Motion agreed to. 


Remaining clauses, with slight drafting 
Amendments, agreed to. 


Standing Orders Nos. 39 and 40 dis- 
pensed with, and 


Bill read a third time, and passed. 
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ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
(SUPERANNUATION) BILL. 


Tua LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 
Cross): My Lords, I beg to move the 
Second Reading of this Bill, which pro- 
vides for superannuation and other 
annuities and allowances to elementary 
school teachers certificated by the Educa- 
tion Department. This matter has been 
before the other House of Parliament a 
long time. In1891 and 1892 unanimous 
resolutions were passed in favour of some 
such scheme as this, and a Special Com- 
mittee was appointed to go into the 
whole subject. They made a Report, and 
this Bill contains their recommendations. 
I hope your Lordships will consent to 
give the Bill a Second Reading. 


Question put. 
Bill read a second time. 
Standing Order dispensed with. 


House in Commitiee as ordered. 


Amendments proposed— 


CuavseE 12. 


“Page 7, after sub-section (1), insert as a 
new sub-section— 


“The expression ‘public elementary school’ 
means a public or other school in receipt of 
annual Parliamentary grant.” 


“Page 8, line 8, leave out sub-section (5), 
and insert as a new sub-section— 


“Tt shall not be lawful for a school board 
in Scotland to grant under the powers con- 
ferred by section sixty-one of the Education 
(Scotland) Act, 1872, a retiring allowance 
payable out of the school fund to any teacher 
of a public school under their management 
who has accepted this Act in pursuance of 
the provisions of section five hereof, or to 
whom this Act otherwise applies.”—/(T'he 
Lord Privy Seal.) 


Question put. 
Amendments agreed to. 
Standing Orders dispensed with, and 


Bill read a third time, and passed. 
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Vaccination 


SEED SUPPLY AND POTATO SPRAY- 
ING (IRELAND) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


KINGSTOWN HARBOUR ROADS 
TRANSFER BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (IRELAND) BILL. 

Tus LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHspourng): My Lords, 
this Bill is the counterpart of a Bill that 
was brought in and passed last year to 
deal with cases in some parts of Ireland 
where there was special distress that 
required the relaxation of the Outdoor 
Relief Act. The Bill sanctions the 
administration for a short period of a 
special relief by boards of guardians with 
the approval of the Local Government 
Board for Ireland, and I beg to move 
that the Bill be read a second time. 


Question put. 


Bill read a second time. 


METROPOLITAN COMMONS BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


METROPOLITAN COMMON POOR FUND 
BILL. 


Read the third time (according to 
order), and passed. 


{LORDS} 
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MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
MARINE FUND) BILL. 
Read the third time (according to 
order), and passed. 


TRUSTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Read the third time (according to 
rder), and passed. 


EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILE. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 
Read the second time (according to 
order); Committee negatived; and Bill 

to be read the third time To-morrow. 


VACCINATION BILL. 

Message received from the Commons 
stating that they agreed with several of 
the Amendments made by the Lords io 
the Vaccination Bill, but that they dis 
agreed with the Amendment to strike cut 
clause 2 on the ground that unless sume 
provision were made for those who con- 
scientiously objected to vaccination, the 
enforcement of vaccination would be 
impracticable in many districts, and that 
the Amendment is not in the interests 
of the promotion of vaccination. 


Lorpv HARRIS: My Lords, I have to 
ask your Lordships not to insist on the 
Amendment to which the House of Com 
mons have disagreed. I do not think I 
have much to add to what I have already 
said upon this subject, but I should like 
to repeat once more the argument I us2d 
the other night with regard to the three 
classes of parents who are affected by 
the particular clause which is under dis 
cussion. As I said the other night, the 
parents may be divided into tlree classes 
—the unwilling parent, the  williag 
As to the 


parent, and the lazy parent. 
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unwilling parents, it does not matter 
what law you pass, they will not have 
their children vaccinated. The williag 
parents are as likely to be willing to have 
their children vaccinated now, if this 
clause is accepted, as they were before, 
because they will be put to less trouble. 
The only class of parent you have to con- 
sider is the lazy, negligent parent. Under 
the present law these parents have to 
take their children to the vaccination sta- 
tion, possibly at some distance, and pos- 
sibly in inclement weather. In fact, they 
are put to a great deal of trouble ; but, if 
this clause is accepted, these parents are 
actually saved trouble. The vaccinating 
officer comes to their house and offers to 
vaccinate the child, and they are put to 
no trouble whatever; if, on the other 
hand, they want to obtain this exemption 
from the magistrates, they have to take 
the trouble to go to petty sessions and 
prove their case. I submit from the prac- 
tical point of view, therefore, thatit is far 
more likely that there will be an increase 
of vaccination with the clause in than 
under the present law, and I hope your 
Lordships will not insist on your Amend. 
ment. The question your Lordships have 
to consider to-night is whether you will 
accept this clause—the conscientious 
exemption clause—which the House of 
Commons has put in again, or whether 
the other advantages of the Bill are to 
be lost, at any rate, for this year. I 
repeat what I have already said, that it 
is my honest conviction that the Bill, as 
it now comes before your Lordships, is 
more likely to encourage vaccination than 
the Act as it at present exists, or the Bill 
as it was originally introduced into the 
House of Commons. I hope your Lord- 
ships will agree with the Commons’ 
Amendment. 


Lorp ROOKWOOD: My Lords, I have 
taken so little part in political discussion 
now for some years that I feel I owe 
almost an apology to the House for ven- 
turing to trespass on your Lordships’ 
time for even a few moments. I was 
unable to be present the other day when 
the Bill was discussed, but I should not 
like it to go through, as I suppose it will, 
one way or the other to-day, without 
offering my protest against what I believe 
to be legislation the most subversive of 
good government which has taken place 
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in recent times. No one of your Lord- 
ships, I imagine, will for a moment 
deny the advantages that ‘have been 
derived from vaccination, No one, at all 
events, who can remember as I can the 
former effect of this horrible disease upon 
so many people, will hesitate to admit the 
advantages that have been derived from 
vaccination. Now, we are asked, because 
a few faddists choose to pose under the 
name of “conscientious objectors,” to 
pass an exemption which will allow them 
to imperil not only the lives, as we 
believe, of their own children, but tbe 
lives of others who may be brought in 
contact with them. If people are allowed 
to set the law at defiance at their own 
sweet will, where are we to stop? I can 
conceive—it may be a ludicrous idea— 
that the burglar may have a conscien- 
tious objection to your interfermg with 
his liberty, but in that case you are only 
protecting property, and not the health 
of the community. And from what I 
saw in the newspapers the other day, 
even to Mr. Long’s Act, which is sup- 
posed to protect us from that terrible 
disease, rabies, there may be conscien- 
tious objectors. I believe there were 
improvements to the present law in the 
Bill as it was first brought in by the 
Government, and that that Bill would 
have been a great boon to the country. 
By rejecting the clause we shall only be 
delaying the matter for another year, 
as the responsibility to bring in a Bill 
of this kind will lie on the Govern- 
ment, if they believe, as I think they do, 
in the advantage of the improvements 
they propose to introduce. I will not 
occupy your Lordships’ time longer, but 
I did not like, as an old Parliamentary 
hand in another place, to let this Bill 
pass without expressing my protest 
against what I believe to be a mischie 
vous departure in legislation. I hope 
your Lordships will adhere to the deci- 
sicn you came to the other day. 


Viscount GALWAY: My Lords, I am 
unwilling to give a silent vote on this 
question to-day, because I was not in 
my place last week when the Bill came 
before your Lordships. I feel very 
strongly that nothing has been said by 
Members of the Government to show 
why this clause could not have been 
omitted and the rest of the Bill, which 
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contains many important Amendments 
of the present law, accepted. If the 
Government choose to abandon the Bill 
for the present Session it will simply be 
to postpone it for six months. It seems 
to me that there is a determination at 
the present moment on the Front Bench 
in both Houses of Parliament to try and 
force through the whole Bill. I must 
say with the deepest regret, having sup- 
ported Her Majesty’s Government in this 
House and the other House for several 
years, that there seems to be a general 
feeling growing up all over the country, 
as well as in Parliament, that a change 
has come over those who lead the Con- 
servative Party, and that less attention 
is being paid by the Government to the 
wishes of the Members of the Conserva- 
tive Party than used to be the case. 
Whether this is owing to the very 
large majority in the other House it 
is not for me tosay. I will exemplifv 
this by one illustration. In the case 
of the Employers’ Liability Bill of last 
year, which affected very large industries 
in the rorthern and midland counties 
of England, Amendments were moved 
which had the support of over 60 Mem- 
bers of the Conservative Party, but no 
attention was paid to them. I can 
assure the Government that this is not 
forgotten in the northern and midland 
counties. Moreover, of the 38 Members 
who supported the clause under discus- 
sion the other day 30 were Members 
of the Government or those holding 
official positions, and in the division in 
the House of Conimons the Leader of 
the Oppositon and about 40 followers 
of the Radical and Irish Parties sup- 
ported the Government in sending this 
clause back to your Lordships. I think 
the Conservative Party have a right to 
say that the legislation of the present 
Government is not to be conducted sim- 
ply by the votes of the Leader of the 
Opposition and the Radical and Irish 
Parties. If the Gcvernment choose, 
in consequence of your Lordships in- 
sisting, as I hope you will, on your 
Amendment, to withdraw the Bill and 
not carry the other clauses that may 
Frove beneficial, then the responsibility 
must rest with them and them alone. 
I am quite sure a great deal more would 
be got by the Government consulting 
the feelings of their followers all over 
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the country than by endeavouring to 
catch a few votes. 


*Lonp ZOUCHE or HARYNGWORTH : 
My Lords, as a humble supporter of 
the Government, who felt compelled to 
register his vote against them when this 
Bill was before your Lordships on the 
last occasion, I should like to be allowed 
to say one word. I do not know how 
this Debate is going to end, nor what 
the result of the Division will be, but 
I would venture to make an earnest 
appeal to Her Majesty’s Government, 
even at the last moment, to consider 
well and pause before they force through 
this Measure, which is undoubtedly and 
admittedly obnoxious to a large majority 
of the people of this country. I say 
“admittedly,” because, my Lords, it has 
never been attempted to be shown that 
there is anything like a majority against 
vaccination. On the contrary, it is 
admitted that there is a great majority 
in favour of it. The facts show that 
there are at least two-thirds of the 
people in favour of the law as 
it stands, with, possibly, such modi- 
fications may be necessary with- 
out altering it in this vital particular. 
Another reason why I think this clause 
as it stands should not be carried, is that 
it will not be workable. It provides that 
a conscientious objector may go before 
two magistrates and there make a decla- 
ration that he objects to vaccination. 
This puts a very undesirable and very 
responsible duty upon the magistrates, 
because they have to determine whether 
the applicant is telling the truth or not. 
The result will be that this will degener- 
ate into a mere form. The clause seems 
to be loosely drafted, because it does not 
stipulate in what form the declaration 
has to be made—whether the conscien- 
tious objector has to make a statement 
or sign a paper; and I do not think it 
is laid down whether it is to be on oath 
or not. At any rate, we can anticipate 
that it will be a dead letter. It has, 
however, occurred to me that, with a 
little further consideration, this clause, 
if it is necessary to pass it at all, might 
be passed in better form. Jiaving regard 
to the methods of operation of the anti- 
vaccinationists, I suggest that the clause 
might be so altered as to provide for th+ 
objector to come, in the first instance, 
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before one or two medical men, who 
could interrogate him as to the grounds 
of his objection, and point out the dan- 
gers of non-vaccination, and the ad- 
vantages of the new lymph as obviating 
any danger. Afterwards, if it was neces- 
sary, the matter could be left for magis- 
terial determination. Of course, there is 
no time for such an alteration of the 
clause this Session, but what I have said 
points to the great desirability of this 
very important matter being reconsidered. 
The clause has been practically sprung 
upon the House of Commons and the 
country, and I venture to think that if 
it is passed in its present form it will not 
be giving the great cause of vaccination a 
fair chance, while it will be exposing the 
country to great danger. Even if this 
Bill is postponed until the next Session 
of Parliament, as I would suggest it 
should be, the country will be subjected 
to no disadvantage, for there is no reason 
why the Government could not direct 
the use of the new lymph by the public 
vaccinators without the necessity of pass- 
ing a Bill. Therefore, I cannot see what 
you would really lose by postponing this 
Bill for a few months only; but, 
on the other hand, a good deal 
is to be gained, because much valu- 
able opinion will, no doubt, make itself 
heard, which will be available for utilisa- 
tion by the Government when next they 
introduce the Measure, whilst another 
advantage cf postponement will be that 
it will obviate any possible question of 
friction or disagreement between the two 
Houses of Parliament. 
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*Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, on the 
last occasion when this question was con- 
sidered by your Lordships, my noble 
Friend at the head of the Government 
made a speech of great force and great 
ingenuity, which was delivered with more 
than his usual eloquence, to convince the 
House that we should accept this clause. 
I wish, for one moment, to direct the 
attention of the House to the difference 
between the arguments used by my noble 
Friend at the head of the Government 
and those which have been pressed upon 
us by the noble Lord in charge of the 
Bill. One of the arguments relied upon 
by -the latter—certainly the one upon 
which he laid most emphasis—was that 
it would be an uncommonly bold thing 
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on our part to resist the recommenda- 
tions of the Royal Commission. There 
is a slightly comic element involved in 
his being so exceedingly shocked at our 
boldness, and his not seeing any boldness 
at all in the fact of the Government, in the 
first instance, having taken exactly the 
same course. I confess I do not read the 
Report of the Royal Commission quite 
in the same way as the noble Lord. The 
Report of the Commission is explicit 
enough as to the inexpediency of reite- 
rated and repeated penalties, and as to 
that I think we are all of one mind; but 
I do not read the Report as saying that the 
penalties should not be inflicted at all upon 
objectors. That is not, however, of great 
importance, The noble Marquess at the 
head of the Government, who spoke as a 
statesman, and presented to us a large and 
intelligent issue, dwelt, and dwelt nobly, 
on a great truth, which is not so much 
recognised as it should be—namely, the 
inutility of making laws unless you have 
public opinion to back up their enforce- 
ment. That was the sum and substance 
of the speech of the noble Marquess, and, 
as your Lordships will perceive, that com- 
pletely throws over the conscientious 
objector. It is the objector as such that 
the noble Marquess speaks of, and not 
merely the conscientious one; his argu- 
ment is that you have not a suffi- 
ciently united public opinion to enable 
you to enforce the law. It is not 
because he is a conscientious objector 
that my noble Friend wishes to relieve 
the parent, but because there is an amount 
of objection, conscientious or not, which 
makes it difficult to execute the law. 
That is an essentially different point. I 
suppose at this stage of the Bill it is 
impossible to propose any Amendment ; 
otherwise I should like to have moved 
to omit the word “conscientious,” and 
leave the clause in appearance that which 
it is in fact—namely, a provision to 
enable any objector to evade compliance 
with the law. If the speech made by the 
noble Marquess at the head of the 
Government had been made in the first 
instance by the Minister who introduced 
the Bill, I for one. would have accepted 
on the authority of the Government the 
assurance that there was a necessity to 
pass such a clause. I should have done so 
with regret, because I believe the clause 
is more likely to do mischief than good. 
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and because it introduces the new and 
dangerous doctrine that conscientious 
objection on the part of an individual is 
to be a sufficient excuse for disobedience 
to a law passed in the general interest. 
We have been told, and I have been 
accustomed to believe hitherto, that in 
this country, at least, we had 

“some reverence for the laws ourselves have 
made,” 
though we 
have them 


might do our best to 
amended when we con- 
sider them objectionable. Though I 
should have gone with the Government 
if they had told the House in the first 
instance that such a Measure was neces- 
sary, the position now before us is very 
different, because the Government them- 
selves deliberately, and after full con- 
sideration, determined that the Bill 
should be presented to Parliament 
without this “conscientious objection” 
clause. The clause has been foisted into 
the Bill by pressure upon the Govern- 
ment ; they did not originate it, though 
apparently they have adopted it with ali 
the zeal of converts, and the House is 
now told that the rejection of this clause 
means the loss of the Bill. I do :ot 
think we have any right offhand to 
assume that the House of Commons will 
not respect the reiterated decision of this 
House on that point, and that the Bill 
will be dropped. I have known not very 
long ago Amendments made in your 
Lordships’ House rejected by the Com- 
mons, but, being returned, finally 
accepted by the other House. I allude t> 
the Parish Councils Act. Why should 
that not happen in this case? The 
Government have the power, if they 
choose, to pass the Bill as they originally 
drafted it. There are some admittedly 
good points about the Bill, and there is 
no necessity for it being dropped. The 
noble Lord, Lord Lister, the other 
night expressed a fear that if the 
Bill were lost the Government would 
not reintroduce it; but that is a matter 
for which we are not responsible, but the 
Government. The question for us is— 
which will be the least harmful, the non- 
passing of the Bill now, or the passing 
of it with this clause in it? We believe 
that the postponement of the Bill, which 
need only be a postponement, as my 
noble Friend who has just spoken pointed 
out, for a few months, would be the least 
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evil. Lord Lister, on the other hand, 
thinks that would be the greater evil, 
but I would venture to point out to your 
Lordships that his great fame and 
great reputation have been earned 
in a far nobler field than that of 
political struggles, and that on a 
question of practical politics we are justi- 
fied in not ranking his opinion quite so 
highly as we should on a question of 
medical science. It is evident that Lord 
Lister’s desire that the Bill should pass 
now was greatly prompted by the hope 
that next year the Government would 
bring in a Bill for compulsory revaccina- 
tion of adults. He is led by a mere 
ignis fatuus; for anyone who has had 
practical experience of public life must. 
be well aware that neither next year or 
ever will any Government voluntarily 
introduce a Measure certain to encounter 
such widespread opposition. I hope your 
Lordships will adhere to your decision. 


Lorp GLENESK: My Lords, I desire 
to express my strong and conscientious 
objection to this clause, which certainly 
opens up the greatest danger to the lives 
of thousands of our children, and the risk 
of moral deterioration, in holding out an 
invitation to our fellow-countrymen to 
come forward, not as honest objectors at 
the polls, but as “conscientious” 
objectors. You are practically invit- 
ing them to bear false witness 
before their countrymen. The whole 
clause is too ill considered to be 
worth serious discussion at the hands of 
experienced men. The noble Lord in 
charge of the Bill indicated three classes 
of the community concerned—the 
parents who willingly submit their chil- 
dren for vaccination, and those do not 
require to be dealt with at all; the lazy 
parents, and their case is admirably met 
by the domiciliary visits of the doctor; 
and, lastly, there are the unwilling 
parents, and they are to be called “con 
scientious objectors.” Well, if concessions 
are made to this class, you may say good- 
bye to most of your laws. You will find 
conscientious objectors rising up ag 
thickly as possible in all directions. I 
think, therefore, my Lords, that it wilh 
be wise and judicious, and in conform.ty 
with the wishes of the majority of your 
countrymen, of whom you have ojten 
proved the truest representatives, if you 
obey their mandate—a mandate whith is 
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expressed by a majority of 140 in the 
House of Commons (though not, I 
admit, in relation to this particular issue), 
and, at the same time, obey your own 
consciences, by insisting on the exclusion 
of the clause, thereby saving the lives of 
thousands of children, and preventing 
this country from becoming the centre of 
infection for other countries. 


Tue Eart or FEVERSHAM: My 
Lords, after what has fallen from the 
noble Lords who have spoken, I do not 
think that I shall be justified in detain- 
ing your Lordships more than one or two 
minutes. I cannot admit that the only 
choice lies between the Bill with the 
clause in it, or no Bill at all. It appears 
to me that there is a third alternative 
—the passing of the Bill without the 
second clause. It seems extraordinary 
that we cannot do so when we remember 
that the Bill without the second clause 
is very much the same Bill as was first 
introduced by the right honourable 
Gentleman the President of the Local 
Government Board in the other House. 
Supposing the Bill is lost: the responsi- 
bility will lie with the Government. If I 
were asked whether I would prefer the Bill 
to pass with the second clause included, or 
not at all, I, for one, would much prefer 
that it should not pass, for I think the 
second clause involves a great danger to 
the health of the people of this country. 
I regard the clause as one which is likely 
to produce great evils, and I hope your 
Lordships will follow the advice of the 
noble Lords who have preceded me, and 
adhere to the decision we arrived at the 
other night. Lord Lister then said he 
would be glad if the Bill could be with- 
drawn this year, and brought in again 
next year with other improvements, and 
I think that would be the best and wisest 
course to pursue. 


Lorp ALDENHAM: My Lords, I ven- 
ture to urge upon your Lordships to take 
the third alternative my noble Friend 
has just suggested. I can hardly con- 
ceive it possible that, if your Lordships 
were to insist upon the rejection of this 
clause, the House of Commons, which will 
have got by the first clause that which 
Lord Harris said they would not dare to 
postpone for a day, would refuse to go 
on with the Bill on that account. For 
myself, I detest all options, local or indi- 
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vidual, that have to do with obedience to 
the law. Conscientious objection to 
obedience to the law is subversive of all 
law if you legalise it, and the principle of 
this clause is to legalise disobedience to 
the law. To that I most entirely object. 
I very much hope that the Government 
will use the influence they have in 
the House of Commons to induce that 
House to change their minds once again. 
They have changed it once, and put in a 
second clause which was inconsistent with 
the first, and there is no reason why they 
should not change their minds once 
again. I think this clause, to which we 
conscientiously object, only panders to 
the sense of those people who, as 8 
physician stated in the Z’imes the other 
day, wish to get rid of vaccination, and, 
I think he said, all other foolish prophy- 
lactic inoculations. I hope, therefore, 
that your Lordships will insist on the 
rejection of this clause. 


Tue Earn or PORTSMOUTH: My 
Lords, I am sure it is the general wish 
that we should come to a Division as soon 
as possible. I only wish to say, as one of 
those who told the noble Earl, the Ear] 
of Feversham, that I should vote again iu 
favour of insisting upon the action we 
took the other night, that I have been 
waiting to see if there was still one inde. 
pendent Conservative Peer who who rise 
to support this clause. We have already 
had several speeches from members of 
the Government, but we have not had 
the testimony, as yet, of one single inde- 
pendent Conservative or Unionist Peer 
in favour of this clause. My Lords, I 
entirely endorse the views which fell from 
my noble Friend Lord Galway. I 
believe there is a strong feeling against 
this conscience clause in the country, and 
if we insist on the course we took last 
Friday, I am sure we shall receive, as we 
deserve, the support of the country at 
large. 


Tue PREMIER anp SECRETARY 
or STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: 
(The Marquess of Sauispury): My 
Lords, we have heard a good many 
statistics and estimates of force, which 
appear to me to be derived rather 
from the internal consciousness of the 
speakers than from any evidence on 
which they can rely. I think the noble 
Lord who has just sat down and two or 
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three other speakers have insisted that 
the country is very strongly on the side 
of the 40 who voted the other night, and 
very strongly against the 38. Well, my 
Lords, I do not know where that infor- 
mation comes from. The House of Com- 
mons apparently here by common con- 
sent has been ruled out as a body which 
knows nothing of the opinion of the 
country, and I will not venture, before 
an audience which might be unfavour- 
able, to plead any title which they might 
have to that distinction. But, apart from 
the Vote of the House of Commons, I 
really know no means of ascertaining 
what the opinion of the country is, and 
I think we must come to our decision 
without placing that weight either in one 
scale or in the other. But if it is diffi- 
cult to ascertain what the opinion of the 
country is, it seems to me to be still more 
difficult for many noble Lords to fore- 
cast what the result of their action will 
be if the Amendment is insisted on this 
evening. I have very little to add to 
what I said the other night, and I speak 
with great hesitation, because I observe 
that my noble Friend Lord Feversham 
has taxed me with threatening the House 
of Lords because I said I thought the 
result of the Amendment would be to 
destroy the Bill. 


Tue Eart or FEVERSHAM: I beg the 
noble Marquess’s pardon. I never used 
the word “ threat.” 


THe PREMIER ann SECRETARY 
or STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: 


I think you used the word “ menace.” 


THe Eart or FEVERSHAM: I have 
no recollection of it. I never used the 
word “ menace.” 


THe PREMIER ann SECRETARY 
or STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS: 
Did you not? Then I beg your pardon ; 
but I certainly understood the noble Earl 
to say so. I can assure your Lordships 
that I never intended—it would have 
been most absurd and improper on my 
part to have done so—that anything I 
said should have the slightest tinge of 
menace about it. It would be as absurd 
to tax me with menace because I 


attempted to forecast what was going to 
happen as it would be to say that the 
weather forecast menaces you with rain. 


The Premier. 
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My object is just to see what is likely to 
happen if, in the state of things as it 
is now, the House of Lords insists on this 
Amendment. What would the conduct 
of the House of Commons be! I know 
no other way of judging of the conduct 
of another assembly than by asking what 
would be the conduct of this assembly 
in corresponding circumstances. Suppos- 
ing that you had passed a provision by 
a majority of 90, and supposing the 
House of Commons sent it back to you 
refused by a majority of two! Do you 
mean to tell me that the House of Lords 
would accept the verdict of the two and 
efface the verdict of the 90! I am quite 
certain, from a long experience of this 
House, that the House of Lords would 
do nothing of the kind. Well, then, that 
is the case we have to deal with in the 
House of Commons. If the House of 
Commons are asked to change their 
mind—as my noble Friend, with an 
unkind sarcasm, said, “Change their 
mind once again”—my impression is 
that they would ask to see by 
what majority that demand had been 
made upon them, and that when they 
found that the majority by which the 
clause was originally struck out was only 
two, I think they would be very much 
disposed to adhere to the resolution that 
they came to by a majority of 90. That 
seems to me to be the probability of 
the case, and I utterly deny that there 
is any impropriety in forecasting the 
decision of the House of Commons by 
such lights as we have on the subject. 
But, of course, if the House of Commons 
adhere to their Vote, it is not a question 
of discussion, it is not a matter of argu- 
ment, it is a matter of fact—the Bill 
falls ipso facto. The Bill disappears, and 
that is a matter of rule. Some noble 
Lords seem to think that, directly Parlia 
ment meets, the Government will be 
eager again to introduce a Vaccination 
Bill to the attention of Parliament. I do 
not venture to make any prophecy on 
that subject. I have no doubt the 
Government will do whatever it thinks 
most advantageous to the public service 
and most likely to promote the progress 
of public business. But I have observed 
that when there is a difference of opinion 
between the two Houses on a Measure, 
Governments are anxious to avoid touch- 
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ing that subject as long as they can; and 
I doubt very much myself whether there 
will be any great desire to introduce the 
subject on which the House of Commons 
and the House of Lords appear to be in 
a hopelessly different frame of mind. 
Therefore the probability of a Measure 
next year, though I do not put it aside 
altogether, seems to me to be very faint. 
If there is not a Measure next year, 
if we have to go on to the Dissolution, 
if we have to go on with the law as 
it is, do you think that the law as it 
is will be a very efficacious instrument! 
I observe that everybody thinks only 
of the conscientious objector, and what- 
ever else I may praise in the Bill 1 
do not praise the person who invented 
that phrase, because it has absolutely 
nothing to do with the subject. The 
conscientious objector is only in a 
secondary degree the important person, 
There is no doubt that a penalty falls 
upon him if he declines to obey the 
law, and there is no doubt that it is 
that penalty inflicted on him by the 
law that has created that public opinion 
in a considerable section of the people 
with which we have to deal. _ But it 
is not his objection to have his chiid 
vaccinated which is the most fermid- 
able manifestation of that opinion. What 
we really have to deal with is the action 
of local authorities, and it is now a matter 
of experience that one-fourth, I think, 
of the local authorities of the country 
decline to promote and work this law. 
Well, if you have no power over the local 
authorities you cannot say, “Let us vin- 
dicate the law and send them to prison.” 
They are the masters in this matter. 
You can recast the whole system on which 
you are working and allow vaccination 
to proceed by a decree from Whitehall, 
but, apart from all other difficulties that 
attach to that process it means an en- 
tirely new Bill, and a very formidable 
contest in Parliament. If you leave 
the matter as it stands, no doubt you 
depend upon the feeling of the local 
authorities, and, so far as we are able 
to see, the feeling of the local authori- 
ties is more and more against: carrying 
out. the Bill, and against that feeling 
you are powerless. You have not even 
the gratification of saying that they pre- 
tend to be conscientious, and that, there- 
fore, vou will punish them, because they 
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have not got to advance the conscien- 
tious plea which offends you so much. 
They do it by their own will, and there 
is no appeal from their action, and if 
they choose not to fulfil the law, if the 
law does not sufficiently impress them 
to induce them to act upon it, the num- 
ber of cases where the law is not put 
into force will grow gradually more, the 
disrespect in which it is held will in- 
crease, the popular respect for vaccina- 
tion which you desire, and justly desire, 
to disseminate and augment will become 
less and less, and you will have presented 
to yourself all over the country a fight 
in one local body after another, in which 
the issue will not be so much vaccination - 
or not vaccination, but an issue running 
into all kinds of collateral and politica: 
issues, in which the fact that the law 
only exists by the will of a majority of 
two in the House of Lords, and has been 
condemned by a large majority in the 
House of Commons, you may be certain 
will not be forgotten, but will be very 
constantly insisted upon. My Lords, 
I do not look to the effect of this, 
except in one direction; I ask what 
effect will that have upon that willing 
adoption of vaccination which is the 
only healthy result which you can desire 
to accomplish? If you pass this Bill 
now there is nothing whatever, suppose 
the difficulties about the conscientious 
objector turn out to be real, to prevent 
you having another Bill to strengthen 
what may be thought to be too weak 
in this Bill. But, at all events, you 
will have offered an opportunity to those 
who say your coercion is a mistake, and 
you will have given an experimental 
trial to those improved processes by 
which you hope the popular illusion wii 
be dissipated ; you will have had a truce 
and an armistice, the bitterness will have 
calmed and the agitation will have gone 
down, and you will be able to induce 
local authorities to work with you in- 
stead of against you in carrying out this 
great enterprise for the health and wel- 
fare of the people. I think that the 
advice which has been given to you, 
under all the circumstances—I do not 
look beyond that—to kill the Bill is 
very unwise advice, and for the sake 
of your own opinions, for the sake of 
the reform of the law, for the sake of 
the ultimate achievement of united 
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action upon a matter in which union 
and concord are essential, you ought to 
forego the Amendment which you only 
passed by a majority of two three nights 
ago, and allow the Bill to pass into law. 


The House divided:—Contents 55; 
Not-Contents 45. 
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Monk Bretton, L. 


ow of Alderley, 
Raglan, L. | 
Rookwood, L. | =. L. 
Saye and Sele, L. | ara d L. 
Seaton, L Thring, L. 
Sherborne, L. | Wandsworth, L. 
Sinclair, L. Wemyss, L. (E. 
Somerhill, L. (M. Wemyss) 
Clanricarde) Worlingham, L. (E. 
Southampton, L. Gosford) 
Stalbridge, L. Zouche of Haryng- 
worth, L. 


Clause, as amended by the Commons, 
agreed to. 


House adjourned at 5.55. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 8th August 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER 


took the Chair at 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


GREAT CENTRAL 
Lords’ 
agreed to. 


RAILWAY BILL. 


Amendments considered, and 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (NEW 
WORKS) BILL. 
Amendments considered, 


Lords’ 


agreed to. 


and 


KEIGHLEY CORPORATION 
Lords’ 
agreed to. 


BILL. 
Amendments considered, and 
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LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


PAIGNTON IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Lords’ 
agreed to. 


Amendments considered, and 


ST. HELEN’S CORPORATION BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 

Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 

WEY VALLEY WATER BILL. 

Lords’ Amendments considered, and 

agreed to. 
STANDING ORDERS. 
Standing Order 24 was read and 


amended by adding at the end the 
words— 

“ And a copy of the said map, with the said 
boundaries delineated thereon, shall also be 
deposited at the Office of the Board of Agri- 
culture.” 


Standing Order 


amended— 


26 was read and 


“Line 1, by leaving out the words ‘the 
work is to be situate on.’” 

“Line 2, after the word ‘tides,’ by inserting 
the words ‘are to be acquired, or in any way 
affected.’” 


“Line 4, after the third word ‘the,’ by 
inserting the words ‘Fisheries and.’” 


Standing Order 26a was read and 
amended— 


“Lines 2 and 3, by leaving out the words 
‘having a Board of Conservators constituted 
by Act of Parliament.’” 


“Line 5, after the third word ‘the,’ by 
inserting the words Fisheries and Harbour 
Department of the Board of Trade, and at the 
Office of the Board of.’” 


_ “Line 5, after the word ‘Conservators,’ by 
inserting the words ‘if any.’” 
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Order 33 was read and 


Business. 


Standing 
amended— 


“Line 8, by leaving out the word ‘or.’” 
“Line 8, after the word ‘port,’ by inserting 
the words ‘or tidal waters.’ ” 


“Line 8, after the second word ‘the,’ by 
inserting the words ‘Fisheries and.’” 


Standing Order 34a was read and 
amended— 


“Line 4, by leaving out the words ‘having 
a Board of Conservators constituted by Act of 
Parliament.’ ” 

“Line 5, after the second word ‘the,’ by 
inserting the words ‘Fisheries and Harbour 
Department of the Board of Trade and at the 
Office of the Board of.’” 


“Line 5, after the word ‘Conservators,’ by 
inserting the words ‘if any.’” 
Standing Order 72 was read and 


amended, by adding at the end thereof 
the words— 


“In cases where provisions are sought to be 
inserted upon petition for additional provision 
which were comprised in the original notices, 
but were not contained in the Bill as intro- 
duced into Parliament, the original notices 
shall not be held to apply to the additional 
provisions proposed to be inserted.”—/(The 
Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 220 
and 246, relating to Private Bills, be 
suspended for the remainder of the 
Session. 


Ordered, That, as regards Private 
Bills already returned by the House of 
Lords, with Amendments, such Amend- 
ments be now considered. 


Ordered, That, as regards Private Bills 
to ba returned by the House of Lords 
with Amendments, such Amendments be 
considered forthwith. 


Ordered, That, when it is intended to 
propose any Amendments thereto, a copy 
of such Amendments shall be deposited 
in the Private Bill Office, and notice 
given on the day on which the Bill shall 
have been returned from the Lords.—- 
(The Chairman of Ways and Means., 
WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 

BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered accord- 
ingly, and agreed to. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10) BILL. 


Amendments considered, 


Returns, 


Lords’ and 


agreed to. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. [H.L.] 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. (H.L.] 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 


out Amendment. ; 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL, [H.L.] 
Read the third ume, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL. . 
On the order for the Third Reading of 
the Military Lands Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (No. 2) Bill (Lords), 


*Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean): Since this Bill was before the 
House on the last occasion I have been 
informed that there is in the list of 
orders contained in it an order which 
includes an alleged common. It is taken 
by the Bill as though not subject to 
common rights. If it is common it 
ought, of course, to be _ regulated 
by a scheme, and be used by the 
commoners at the times when it is 
not used by the War Office. I have 
been, by the kindness of the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War, shown a document 
in his possession which goes to throw 
doubt upon the land in question being 
common. I was aware that there had 
been a dispute with regard to it between 
the lord of the manor and the alleged 
commoners, and according to the right 
honourable Gentleman, I believe he is 
prepared to state that, in the opinion 
of the War Office, the land is not 
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common. That is to say, that the lord 
of the manor has successfully urged his 
right against any rights of the alleged 
commoners. Under the circumstances, I 
do not care about taking the responsi- 
bility of postponing this Bill till to-~ 


morrow. 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
For WAR (Mr. W. Sr. Jonn Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): As stated by the 
right honourable Baronet the War Office 
has no reason whatever to believe that 
this is common land. The lord of the 
manor claims it as his absolute property, 
and exercises rights of ownership over it, 
and whenever attempts have been made 
to set up rights of common over it they 
have failed, and on prosecutions being 
commenced, convictions have followed. 
It, therefore, appears to me to be per- 
fectly clear that in law no such rights 
exist. I may, however, say that this 
land will not be inclosed, and that there 
will be no interference whatever with the 
public going on it, excepting while firing 
is going on. 


PETITIONS. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUs DISEASES). 
From Bristol, against State Regula~ 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


SCIENCE AND ART GRANTS. 


From Clayton, for alteration of Law ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(PARTICULARS OF PIECE WORK 
WAGES) (WHOLESALE TAILORING). 

Copy presented of Order of the Secre- 
tary of State, dated 6th August, 1898, 
applving with modifications the provi- 


sions of Section 40 of The Factory and 


Workshop Act, 1895, to Factories and 
Workshops in which Wholesale Tailoring 
is carried on [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 
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POLLING DISTRICTS (WARWICKSHIRE). 


Copy presented of Resolution of the 
County Council of Warwickshire, dividing 
the Chilvers Coton Parliamentary Polling 
District into two new Parliamentary 
Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Returns, 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 

Copy presented of Return of Proceed- 
ings of the Commission during the 
months of March, April, and May, 1898 
[by Command]; to he upon the Table. 


BANKING, RAILWAY, AND SHIPPING 
STATISTICS (IRELAND). 

Copy presented of Report for the half- 

year ended 30th June, 1898 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUEEN’S COLLEGE (GALWAY). 
Copy presented of Report of the Presi- 
dent for the Session 1897-8 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


NATIONAL DEBT. 

Copy presented of History of the 
earlier years of the Funded Debt from 
1694 to 1786 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPART- 


MENT). 
Copy presented of Fifth Annual 
Abstract of Labour Statistics of the 


United Kingdom [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


STRIKES AND LOCK-OUTS. 

Copy presented of Report by the Chief 
Labour Correspondent on the Strikes 
and Lock-Outs of 1897, ete. [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
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TRADE UNIONS. 

Copy presented of Report by the Chief 
Labour Correspondent of the Board of 
Trade on Trade Unions, etc., 1897 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY AND MER- 
CHANDISE MARKS, 

Copy presented of Papers and Corres- 
pondence relative to the recent Conference 
at Brussels on the subject of Industrial 
Property, and Merchandise Marks (in 
continuation of [C. 6417] of Session 1891) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


NAVAL EXPENDITURE AND MERCAN.- 
TILE MARINE (GREAT BRITAIN, ETC.) 

Return presented relative thereto (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 416, of Session 1897) [ordered 7th 
March; Sir John Colomb]|; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 362.] 


FOREIGN TRADE (COMPARATIVE 
GROWTH). 

Return presented relative thereto (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
‘262, of Session 1890-91) [ordered 22nd 
March, Sir Howard Vincent]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
363.] 


GAS UNDERTAKINGS. 

Return presented relative thereto (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
359, of Session 1897 [ordered 29th 
March; Mr. Ritchie]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 364.] 


GAS UNDERTAKINGS (LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 
Return presented relative thereto (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
360, of Session 1897) [ordered 29th 
March; Mr. Ritchie]; to he upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 365.] 





T 





Copy presented of Report by the 
Board of Trade of their Proceedings 
under The Railway Regulation Act, 1893, 
during the year ended 27th July, 1898 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 366.] 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 

Copy presented of Report by the 
Board of Trade on their Proceedings and 
Business under the Weights and Measures 
Acts, 1878 to 1897 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 367.] 


SECONDARY EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented of Report for the year 
1898 by Sir Henry Craik, K.C.B., on the 
Inspection of Higher Class Schools in 
Scotland, and the Examination for Leav- 
ing Certificates [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND 
(TECHNICAL EDUCATION). 
Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 24th June; The Lord Advo- 
cate]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. [No. 368.] 
RATES (NON-PAYMENT) (SCOTLAND). 
Return presented relative thereto 


[ordered 14th July; Mr. Caldwell] ; to 


lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITY (SCOTLAND) 
(CONDITIONS OF CONTRACTS). 
Return presented relative thereto 


[ordered 28th July; Mr. Caldwell]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL TAXATION (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented of the Annual Local 
Taxation Returns (Scotland) for the year 
1896-7 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. 


[No. 369.| 
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NAVAL PRIZE MONEY. 


Accounts presented, showing the Re- 
ceipt and Expenditure of Naval Prize, 
Bounty, Salvage, and other Moneys 
between the Ist April, 1897, and 31st 
March, 1898 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 370.] 


BIRTHS, DEATHS AND MARRIAGES 
(ENGLAND), 
Copy presented of Sixtieth Annual 
Report of the Registrar General, 1897 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CANTONMENT REGULA- 
TIONS). 

Copy presented of Instructions issued 
by the Government of India on the Can- 
tonment Regulations, published 15th 
October, 1897 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Papers laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House 


1. Charity Commissioners’ Reports, 
and Swansea County Borough (In- 
quiry into Charities) and Cardiff 
County Borough (Inquiry into 
Charities), further Return relative 
thereto {ordered 17th February, 
1896, and 31st July, 1897; Mr. 
Grant Lawson]; to be printed. 
[No. 371.] 





2. Charitable Endowments (Angle- 
sey) (Inquiries Held), Further 
Return relative thereto [ordered 
10th February; Mr. Grant Law- 
son]; to be printed. [No. 372.! 


3. Inquiry into Charities (County of 
Carnarvon), Further Return rela- 
tive thereto [ordered 10th Feb- 
ruary ; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be 
printed. [No. 373.] 


4. Inquiry into Charities (County of 
Anglesey, Parish of Llan Rhydd- 


lad), Return relative thereto 
[ordered 14th June; Mr. Grant 
Lawson]; to be printed. [™o. 


374.] 
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HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


INDIA OFFICE (STORE DEPOT) BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


COUNTY COURTS (PLAINTS AND 
SITTINGS). 

Address for “Returns from every 
County Court in England and Wales of 
the total number of Plaints, etc., entered 
in each Court from the Ist day of 
January to the 3lst day of December, 
1897, both days inclusive, distinguishing 
those not exceeding £20, those above 
£20 and not exceeding £50, and those by 
agreement over £50”; 


“And, of the Sittings of the County 
Courts in England and Wales holden be- 
fore the Judges of such Courts in the 
year 1897 (in continuation of Parliamen- 
tary Paper, C 8691.)"—(Mr. Jesse Col- 
lings.) 


EAST INDIA (CONTRIBUTIONS BY INDIA 

TO THE IMPERIAL INSTITUTE). 

Address for “Copies of the Further Re- 
ports on the Indian Section of the Impe- 
rial Institute issued by the India Office 
since the publication of the Return of the 
2ist day of April 1896."—(Sir Mar- 
cherjee Bhownaggree.) 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY OF 
LANCASTER). 

Return ordered, “comprising (1) the 
Reports made to the Charity Commis- 
sioners, in the result of an Inquiry held 
in every parish wholly or partly within 
the administrative county of Lancaster 
into Endowments, subject to the provi- 
sions of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853 
to 1894, and appropriated in whole or in 
part for the benefit of that county, or of 
any part thereof, together with the Re- 
ports on those Endowments of the Com- 
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missioners for inquiring concerning Chari- 
ties, 1818 to 1837 ; (2) a Digest showing 
in the case of each such parish whether 
any and, if any, what such Endowments 
‘are recorded in the books of the Charity 
Commissioners in the parish ; and (3) an 
Index, alphabetically arranged, of names 
and places mentioned in the Reports.”— 
(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


VAGRANCY ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 326.] 


FLOODS PREVENTION BILL. [H.L.] 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


AUSTRALASIA (BOUNTIES, ETC.). 

Order [21st July] for Address for Re 
turn relative thereto read, and dis- 
charged.—( Mr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 





INTOXICATING LIQUORS (LICENCES 
REFUSED) (SCOTLAND). 

Return ordered “of the number of 
Victuallers, Beer House, Public House, 
Grocers, and other Licences for the Sale 
of Intoxicating Liquors, the renewal of 
which has been refused in the year 1897 
by the Licensing Magistrates, Justices of 
the Peace, or other Licensing Authority 
in each Licensing District in Scotland, 
and showing also the result of an appeal, 
if any.”—(Mr. John Wilson (Govan.) 


COLONIAL BOUNTIES ON AGRICUL- 
TURAL PRODUCE. 


Address for “Return showing the 


| British Colonies which pay Bounties on 
ithe export of Agricultural Produce and 


defining the commodities on which such 
Bounties are paid, and the amounts 
under each heading.”—(Mr. O’Kelly.) 
T 2 
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JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Copy ordered, “of Returns of the 
names, objects, or business, places where 
business is or was conducted, date of 
registration, number of persons who 
signed the Memorandum of Association, 
total number of shares taken up by such 
subscribers, nominal capital, number of 
shares into which it is divided, number 
of shares taken up, amount of calls made 
on each share, and the total amount of 
calls received of all Joint Stock Com- 
panies formed since the Ist day of 
January 1897 to the 31st day of Decem- 
ber 1897, inclusive, distinguishing 
whether the Companies are limited or un- 
limited, and also the number of share- 
holders in each of the said Companies at 
the date of the last Return, and whether 
still in operation or being wound up. Of 
the total number having their registered 
offices in the Ctiy of London, or within 
five miles of the General Post Offce. And, 
of the total number and the paid-up 
capital of all registered Companies which 
are believed to be carrying on business 
at the present time.”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 





Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
375.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
CUSTOMS AND INLAND REVENUE 

BILL. 


without Amendment. 


NONCONFORMIST MARRIAGES 
(ATTENDANCE OF REGISTRARS) BILL. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
(SUPERANNUATION) BILL. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL. 
with Amendments. 


Amendments to Amendments to— 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) BILL, 
and to the Consequential Amendment 
made by this House to the Bill, without 
Amendment ; and do not insist on certain 
of their Amendments to which this House 
has disagreed. 
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That they have agreed to Amendments 
to— 


HEYWOOD CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


TODMORDEN CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. [H.L.] 


MERSEY RAILWAY BILL. [H.L.] 
without Amendment. 


QUESTIONS. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION IN IRELAND. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the National Board have 
recommended any changes in the 
system of national education in Ire- 
land consequent on the Report of the 
Commission on Manual Instruction; and 
whether he will especially consider the 
desirability of providing further facilities 
for the erection and equipment of train- 
ing colleges for teachers, in order to carry 
out the changes proposed ? 


Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxixson, Londonderry, N.): 
My right honourable Friend the Chief 
Secretary has asked me to answer the 
Questions addressed to him. The Report 
of the Commission on Manual Instruction 
has only recently been received, and the 
Commissioners of National Education 
have not had sufficient time ‘to decide as 
to the changes in respect to schools and 
training colleges that it may be found 
expedient to recommend. The Commis- 
sioners are not at present in a position 
to offer an opinion as to the matter re- 
ferred to in the second paragraph. 


LONDONDERRY POLICH. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he will consider during 
the Recess the possibility of reducing the 
police force in the city of Londonderry, 
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and thus reducing the charge upon the 
rates; and whether he will allow the 
Corporation of the city to put before him 
in detail their views on this subject? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The question of the 
strength of the police force in Derry is 
under the consideration of the Govern- 
ment. My right honourable Friend the 
Chief Secretary will be happy to receive 
any communication from the Corporation 
on the subject. 


IRISH DAILY MAIL. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he can 
state what arrangements have been made 
in connection with the change inthe hour | 


of despatch of the Irish daily mai! to | 


secure an acceleration of delivery in Eng- 
lish provincial towns, especially Liver- 
pool, so as to secure delivery of Irish 
letters during business hours? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
rHe TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hannvry, 
Preston): The Post Office always foresaw, 
and its representative on Mr. Robertson’s 
Committee clearly stated, that the later 
departure from Dublin of the day a.ail 
for England must involve a later arriva' 
at Liverpool and other English provincial 
towns. In deference, however, to the 
strong feeling of the Irish people that 
the advantage gained by the later 
despatch from Dublin was sufficient to 
counterbalance any inconvenience which 
might be occasioned by the later arrival 
in England, the Treasury decided to sanc- 
tion the new arrangement. I fear, there- 
fore, that the inconvenience is one which 
is inevitable. 


CLERKSHIPS IN THE IRISH HIGH 
COURT OF JUSTICE. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX: I beg to ask the 
Attorney General for Ireland whether, 
seeing that the Irish Judicature Act 
of 1877 (sec. 73), providing that, 
on the death or resignation of 
judges exercising patronage, clerkships 
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in the High Court were to be filled 
by open competition or transfer, ther: 
is anything in the Judicature Act of 1897 
preventing this course being taken in 
the case of clerkships in the Probate 
Department of the Queen’s Bench Divi- 
sion ; and whether the vacancy now exist- 
ing for a junior clerkship in that division 
will be filled up by open competition? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Government 
have been advised that section 5 of the 
Act of 1897 confers on the judge, 
assigned by the Lord Lieutenant under 
that section, the same rights of patronage 
and appointment as the judge of the 
Probate and Matrimonial Division had at 
the passing of the Act, and that the 
provisions of this section have, pro tanto, 
repealed by implication the provisions of 
the Act of 1877, as to filling appoint- 
|ments by open competitive examination. 





\It is the intention of the Government 
to introduce next Session an amending 
Bill, declaring that, subject to the rights 
of the assigned judge, junior clerks in 
the Probate Division shall thenceforward 
be appointed in like manner as all other 
junior clerks are appointed under the 
provisions of the 73rd section of the 
Act of 1877. 


DERRY ASYLUM. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
there has been any _ decrease 
in the overcrowding in Derry Asylum 
which led the board of control on grounds 
of humanity to require the erection of a 
new asylum; whether, though the land 
has been acquired, and the plans pre- 
pared, and a resolution passed by the 
asylum governors in favour of inviting 
tenders, the board of control now decline 
to allow any steps to be taken for the 
provision of more humane treatment for 
the lunatics ; and whether the board of 
control have considered whether the cir- 
cumstances are such that after the pass- 
ing of the Local Government Bill the 
Lord Lieutenant would be obliged under 
its provisions to require the erection of a 
new asylum? 
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Mr. ATKINSON: The reply to the 


first paragraph is in the negative. In 
accordance with the resolution adopted 
by the asylum governors, the board of 
control have directed the completion of 
the plans for the new asylum, and the 
preparation of the necessary specifica- 
tions. This portion of the work will 
necessarily occupy a considerable time. 
The board of control will cease to exist 
on the passing of the Local Government 
Bill, and they have not considered the 
question whether the Lord Lieutenant 
will take any action after the Bill has 
received the Royal Assent. The new 
county council will have to provide funds 
for the building of the new asylum. 


SERVING CHILDREN IN PUBLIC- 
HOUSES. 

Mr. SIDEBOTHAM (Cheshire, Hyde) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he will 
issue a circular to the clerks to the 
magistrates embodying a question asked 
on 13th June by the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Thanet on 
the subject of serving children under 13 
years of age with liquor for consumption 
off the premises, together with his 
answer, so that in the forthcoming brew- 
ster sessions there may be no doubt as 
to what the law is and what the action 
of Parliament has been upon this matter? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Wurre 
Ruotey, Lancashire, Blackpool): I do not 
think it would be desirable for me to 
issue such a circular as my honourable 
Friend suggests. I do not think that 
there is any doubt about the law, or 
the action of Parliament hitherto upon 
this matter. 


BOYS FOR THP MERCANTILE 


MARINE. 

Smr E, GOURLEY (Sunderland): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he intends to issue regula- 
tions regarding the education and hous- 
ing of boys who may be indentured by 
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shipowners under the Merchant Shipping 
(Mercantile Marine Fund) Bill ; if so, can 
he state what they are to be; and will 
the regulations be similar for all classes 
of vessels (whether steam or sail), as well 
as for all trades? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Rice): 
The regulations to be issued under the 
Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Marine 
Fund) Bill will be carefully considered 
during the Recess and the point referred 
to by the honourable Baronet shall be 
borne in mind. The regulations will 
probably be similar for all classes o° 
vessels. 


IMPRESSMENT FOR COMMISSARIAT 
SERVICE IN INDIA. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether there are any 
statutes or regulations having the force 
of statutes which authorise the impresa- 
ment of Her Majesty’s subjects in British 
India for the commissariat service in con- 
nection with warlike operations on the 
frontier ; if so, will he give the reference 
to these statutes or regulations ; and was 
the recent impressment of 25,000 men in 
the Punjaub for the commissariat service 
made under the authority of any and, if 
50, which of these statutes or regulations? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE Foa 
INDIA: The right to impress for pur- 
pose of war throughout India is based 
upon immemorial usage and custom, and 
has been invariably resorted to in the 
Punjaub, as elsewhere, whenever the 
circumstances seemed to require it. In 
certain parts of India the practice has 
had, in addition, the sanction of specific 
legislation, and for some time past a 
draft Bill dealing with impressment in 
the Punjaub has been under considera- 
tion in India, but, as I now learn, it has 
not yet become law. As to the number 


of men and animals impressed during 
the recent operations, I am expecting 
a Report from India, but I have reason 
to think that it has been much exag- 
gerated. 
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Mr. PICKERSGILL : Then, do I under- 
stand there is no statute authorising this? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: There is no statute in force so 
far as I know. 


INDIAN ARMY STAFF. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, in view of the recently granted 
addition to the pay of the officers of the 
Indian Army whilst studying at the Staff 
College, and in view of the desirability 
of the standard of qualifications for ap- 
pointments on the staff of the Indian 
Army being maintained at the same level 
as for similar appointments at home and 
in the Colonies, he is prepared to take 
steps to bring the Indian Army Regula- 
tions on this subject more into accord 
with the Queen’s Regulations than they 
are at present? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord Gzorce Hamitron, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): It is true that the Govern. 
ment of India and the Commander-in- 
Chief have a wider discretion in selecting 
officers for staff.employment than the 
authorities in this country, as the con- 
ditions of service in India are frequently 
in themselves a valuable test of an 
officer’s efficiency; but I am confident 
that in the exercise of that discretion 
they give due weight to the possession 
of a Staff College certificate, and I am 
not prepared to initiate any change in 
the Indian regulations on this subject. 


CURRAGH CAMP. 


Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
sale of bottled beer is experimentally 
being tried in the coffee rooms of some 
regiments quartered at the Curragh 
Camp ; and, if so, seeing that the coffee 
room is the only room in most battalions 
and corps where temperance men can 
obtain non-intoxicating drinks, he will 
take steps to put an end to a practice 
which causes temptation to the men in 
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the one place in barracks where total 
abstainers can meet? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
For WAR (Mr. Sr. Joun Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): The experiment 
referred to in the Question has not been 
sanctioned by the Secretary of State, and 
will, therefore, be prohibited—at all 
events, for the present. 


SUMMERHILL POLICE FORCE. 


Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland will he ex- 
= why the constabulary force at 

ummerhill, county Meath, has been 
recently strengthened, seeing that the 
district in question is in a crimeless and 
quiet condition? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The police force at 
Summerhill has been increased by one 
man, on the recommendation of the local 
authorities, with a view to the continued 
maintenance of peace and order in the 
district. The fact that at any particular 
moment few crimes have been actually 
committed in a district is not the only 
matter to be taken into consideration in 
the distribution of the police. 


MRS. M‘GONNELL’S FARM. 


Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can give any information 
regarding the alleged handing over of the 
vacant farm of a Mrs. M‘Gonnell, of 
Knocknasane, county Monaghan, to an 
emergency man named Matson; and is 
he aware that Mrs. M‘Gonnell, whose 
health was shaken by the death of her 
husband, went to Belfast for hospital 
treatment, and on her return after the 
lapse of some months found that, without 
any legal process whatever, her farm had 
been given to Matson; if so. will he see 
if anything can be done to have Mrs. 
M‘Gonnell restored to her farm? 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is not the fact 
that the farm in question has been 
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handed over to an emergency man. Mrs. 
M‘Gonnell was evicted in March, 1895, 
under legal process, for non-payment of 
seven years’ rent, amounting to £42. 
She has not since, I understand, been in 
occupation. She was offered to be re- 
instated on payment of £12, but this 
offer she declined. The Government do 
not propose to take any action in the 
direction suggested. 


BARACH FAWR LETTER DELIVERIES. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
that several houses in the neighbourhood 
of Barach Fawr, in Llangian, Carnarvon- 
shire, have delivery of letters only three 
days a week, although they are less than 
a mile from the village and parish church 
of Llangian ; and whether the Postmaster 
General will provide a post office at, and 
daily delivery from, Llangian? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is not aware that several houses 
in the neighbourhood of Barach Fawr, in 
Llangian, Carnarvonshire, have a delivery 
of letters only three days a _ week, 
although less than a mile from the village 
and parish church of Llangian. If this 
is the fact, however, he will inquire 
whether the circumstances are such as to 
justify the establishment of a post office 
at, and a daily delivery from, Llangian. 


BIRTH CERTIFICATES IN SUNDER- 
LAND. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorks, W.R., 
Holmfirth): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
case of Mrs. Wainwright, now of Sheffield, 
who applied to Mr. James Lindsay, tke 
superintendent registrar at Sunderland, 
for the certificate of the birth of her 
child born in that town; whether he is 
aware that the superintendent registrar 
stated that there was no such name in 
the district specified in the period speci- 
fied; that on this woman travelling to 
Mr. Atkinson. 
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Sunderland, the superintendent registcar 
found the entry of birth at the time and 
place which he had formerly denied, and 
gave the certificate accordingly; aud 
that the certificate is practically illegible 
and technically irregular ; whether he is 
also aware that Mrs. Wainwright com- 
plained to the Registrar General, enclos- 
ing the certificate and other documents, 
but that the chief clerk to the Registrar 
General returned these documents with 
an official reply defending the superin- 
tendent registrar at Sunderland ; and is 
he aware that, in an interview which the 
honourable Members for the Brightside 
Division and for the Holmfirth Division 
had with the Registrar General and the 
chief clerk, it was shown that the latier 
had never adequately examined the docu- 
ments forwarded to him by Mrs. Wain- 
wright ; whether he will take steps to 
secure the better discharge of their duties 
by the superintendent registrar of Sun- 
derland and the chief clerk of the Regis. 
trar General; and whether there is any 
fund from which compensation can be 
made for the expenses incurred by this 
woman in her journey to Sunderland, 
which was necessitated by the neglect of 
the superintendent registrar? 


Toe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussEu, Tyrone, 8.): I am informed by 
the Registrar General that the statements 
in the first two paragraphs are substan- 
tially correct. As to the first part of the 
third paragraph, the Registrar General 
states that his chief clerk did not defend 
the conduct of the superintendent regis- 
trar, and as to the second part, he holds 
the complaint against his officer to be 
not proven. As regards the fourth para- 
graph, neither of the officers referred to 
is in any way subject to my jurisdiction. 
I am not aware that there is any such 
fund as that referred to in the fifth 
paragraph. 


Mr. H. J. WILSON: Can the honour- 
able Gentleman say to whom these offi- 
cers are subject? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I do not know 
that I can. I understand the Local 
Government Board has some connection 
with the Registrar Ueneral’s office, but 
I do not know that it has any contr»! 


in Sunderland. 
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over the officers. Questions affecting 
them are undoubtedly answered by the 
Local Government Board. 


Mr. H. J. WILSON: Can any steps be 
taken by the Local Government Board or 
Registrar General to induce the Sunder- 
land registrar to write his certificate 
legibly ! 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: No, Sir; the 
Local Government Board are unable to 
take any such action. 


MILK TRADE. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he has 
now considered the portions of the Report 
of the Tuberculosis Commission dealing 
with the supply of milk, and the urgent 
necessity for strengthening and facilitat- 
ing the operation of the Dairies, Cow- 
sheds, and Workshops Order, 1885-86, 
with a view to secure uniformity of action 
and for extending the powers of local 
authorities to inspect dairies and byres ; 
and whether he will, by administrative 
order, effect immediately such adminis- 
trative checks to the mischiefs now exist- 
ing as are possible, and proceed next 
Session to ask for the extension of the 
powers of the Department and of local 
authorities as are necessary to reduce the 
risk from tuberculosis in milk to a 
minimum } 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The numerous 
questions which are raised by the Report 
of the Royal Commission on Tubercu- 
losis are now under consideration, both 
with regard to administrative orders and 
to legislation which may be necessary. 
The evidence has only very recently been 
delivered. 

Mr. CHANNING: Can the honourable 
Gentleman give me any further assurance 
that the Government is prepared to take 
action on the recommendation, and on 
the suggestions of very serious danger 
from milk to the public health? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I have told the 
honourable Gentleman that, both as 
regards administration and _ legislation, 
the matter is under consideration. I can 
go no further. 
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BELFAST TELEGRAPHISTS 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 
several members of the male staff at 
Belfast Post Office, who have been con- 
tinuously employed either as learners or 
acting sorting clerks and telegraphists 
for five years and upwards, still remain 
unappointed and are therefore suffering 
pecuniary loss by reason of their not 
receiving regular annual increments or 
pay whilst absent. sick; and, seeing 
that these officers hold Civil Service cer- 
tificates, will he explain why they were, 
after nearly four years’ service, informed 
that before they could be appointed a 
certain qualification, the attainment of 
which has involved an additional attend- 
ance without pay of from sixty to ninety 
minutes a day during the past 18 
months, must be obtained in a branch 
of the service for which they were not 
originally employed, and into which it 
never was their intention to go, and have 
now been informed that they cannor 
be appointed to the vacancies at present 
existing until they have attained a fur- 
ther qualification, which, according to a 
memorandum of the telegraph superin- 
tendent at Belfast, will involve an extra 
attendance on the part of each of these 
officers of one hour daily without addi- 
tional pay during the next 12 months, 
and for that period delay their appoint- 
ments ? 


Mr. HANBURY: It is the fact that 
there are several learners or acting sort- 
ing clerks and telegraphists at Belfast 
who are still unappointed after a service 
of four years or more, and who are con- 
sequently not in enjoyment of all the 
privileges granted to appointed officers. 
There are at present four vacancies avail- 
able for these officers, but three of them 
have not reached the standard of quali- 
fication which is necessary to admit of 
their appointment at the salary their age 
and service would justify. They could 
be appointed at 12s. or 14s, a week, hut 
for 18s. or more, an officer is required 
to be able to take sole charge of a circuit, 
and this the three officers referred to 
cannot do. It is expected they will be 
qualified in two or three months. The 
fourth officer is able to take charge of a 
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circuit, and his appointment will be pro- 
ceeded with. It is more than two years 
since notice was given to these and all 
other learners that no appointments 
would in future be made, unless tke 
officer were qualified both in postal and 
in telegraph work. 


LIVERPOOL POSTAL DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HOUSTON (Liverpool, West Tox- 
teth): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether he is aware that the 
system of continuous acting in superior 
positions without receiving extra pay is 
felt by the officials in the postal depart- 
ment at Liverpool to be a hardship and 
a cause of discontent, more especially 
owing to the increase in the work of the 
postal department there and the fact that 
the concession granting superior duty 
pay after performing higher duties con- 
tinuously for nine months has proved to 
be of litle benefit to the staff; and 
whether the Postmaster General will, in 
view of the promise made in a circular 
addressed to the staff dated 19th August, 
1897, create a number of superior posi- 
tions at Liverpool, or grant superior duty 
allowances to officials performing higher 
duties irrespective of the time they may 
have to perform such higher duties? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is aware that the Liverpool staff 
are not satisfied with the arrangements 
referred to, but he cannot admit that 
there are good grounds for dissatisfac- 
tion. In accordance with the promise 
conveyed in the Post Office Circular, of 
10th August, 1897, a full investigation 
was made into the question of increasing 
the number of superior appointments at 
Liverpool, and, as a result, an addition 
of 12 such appointments for men and 
two for women was sanctioned in Feb- 
ruary ‘last. No more are warranted at 
the present time. The concession which 
was made by the Postmaster General and 
myself, that officers discharging superior 
duties for lengthened periods should, 
after nine months’ continuous employ- 
ment on such duties, be granted superior 
duty pay, was never intended to apply 
to offices like Liverpool, where there are 


Mr. Hanbury. 
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in Scotland. 


already an adequate number of superior 
appointments. It was intended to meet 
the case of offices where, either from the 
prolonged illness of some of the superin- 
tending staff, or from some other cause, 
officers were unavoidably employed for 


lengthened periods on those duties. 
{ 


ACCOMMODATION IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War what is the 
sum allowed to the General Officer com- 
manding the North British district for 
expenditure this year in. Scotland on bar- 
rack accommodation, and if the sum is 
sufficient to replace the old Piershill Bar- 
racks, near Edinburgh, by modern 
cavalry barracks, of which several on a 
large scale have been built in England 
and Ireland during the last few years ; 
and, if not, having regard to the fact that 
the annual average expenditure in round 
numbers on the provision of barrack 
accommodation, excluding maintenance, 
during the five years 1892-97 has been 
in England £560,000, in Ireland 
£116,000, and in Scotland only £7,000 
per annum, he will look more closely 
into the requirements of this latter coun- 
try in the future, and give attention to 
the suggested improvement? 


BARRACK 


Mr. BRODRICK: There is no inten- 
tion of building new cavalry barracks in 
Scotland, where there are no facilities for 
exercising cavalry in brigade movements 
or with other arms of the service; I 
fear, therefore, that I cannot hold out 
any hopes of a new cavalry barrack being 
built if the Piershill Barracks are given 
up. I may remind the honourable Mem- 
ber that, during three of the five years 
referred to, the Secretary of State for 
War was a Scotchman, representing a 
Scottish constituency, and therefore well 
acquainted with the requirements of the 
country. 

Mr. PIRIE: Can the right honourable 
Gentleman answer the first paragraph as 
to the sum allowed? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I am afraid I cannot 
state the exact sum. 


Mr. PIRIE: I shall repeat the Ques- 
tion to-morrow. 
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COLONIAL BOUNTIES ON AGRICUL- 
TURAL PRODUCE. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
On behalf of the honourable Member for 
North Roscommon I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
he will grant the Return relating to 
Colonial Bounties on Agricultural Pro- 
duce, which stands on this day’s Paper! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHamperzain, 
Birmingham, W.): Yes, Sir; a Return 
has already been ordered, but I propose 
to move to discharge that Order, and to 
grant the wider Return now on the 
Paper. 


ADVERTISEMENTS OF GOVERNMENT 
CONTRACTS. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether he can obtain 
from the heads of the chief Government 
Departments, and state, for the informa- 
tion of the House, the numbers of news- 
papers in England, Scotland, and 
Ireland, respectively, in which adver- 
tisements are inserted for tenders for 
Government contracts; and whether in- 
vitations for tenders forwarded by Her 
Majesty’s Consuls from foreign Govern- 
ments to our Foreign Office are adver- 
tised in any Scottish newspaper ; if so, 
how many and what has been the expen- 
diture for advertisements of those de- 
scriptions in Scotland during the last 
year, and under what Vote will it be 
found? 


Mr. -HANBURY: The information 
asked for in the first paragraph could 
only be given in the form of a Return. 
I doubt whether it would be possible to 
give any definite statistics, as the Depart- 
ments presumably vary their lists of 
newspapers according to the subject- 
matter of the particular advertisement. 
But if the honourable Member will give 
notice to move for a Return, I will see 
what can be done. The answer to the 
second paragraph is that no paid adver- 
tisements of the invitations communi- 
cated from abroad are inserted in any 
newspaper, and so no expenditure for the 
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purpose is incurred. A note of each com-— 


munication of the kind is sent for gratui- 
tous insertion to 39 newspapers, of which 
five are Scottish. Copies of the note are 
also supplied to two telegraph agencies 
and to two commercial associations. 


BALLYSIMON LETTER ‘DELIVERIES. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
when the house to house delivery cf 
letters will be carried into operation in 
the districts of Ballysimon, Scart, and 
Killoran, all situate within about five 
miles of the city of Limerick? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster Gene- 
ral has just sanctioned arrangements for 
affording a delivery of letters in the dis- 
tricts of Ballysimon, Scart, and Killoran, 
and he expects that the delivery will com- 
mence to-day. 


ACCELERATION OF IRISH DAY MAILS. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether it is intended to present to the 
House and circulate amongst Members 
the Reports of Irish Day Mails Accelera- 
tion Departmental Committee, and also 
the evidence; and, if so, will he state 
when? 


Mr. HANBURY: I hope the Report 
will be circulated in a few days. 


CIVIL SERVICE: SUPERANNUAT®ON. 
Mr. A. MORTON (Deptford): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he can say when it is expected that an 
answer will be given to the Civil Service 
memorials praying for an inquiry into 
the superannuation system? 


Mr. HANBURY: I am afraid I cannoi 
say when an answer will be given. The 
subject is one requiring very full con- 
sideration. 
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Drunkenness 
RAILWAY BRAKES, 


Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade has he 
received any report, official or otherwise, 
of an accident which occurred on Tuesday 
last between Dundalk and Clones on the 
Great Northern Railway of Ireland ; was 
it due to the defective brake system in 
use on this line that the engine and 
carriages refused to answer the check, 
and rushed through the station to the 
stop block, which they cut through, em- 
bedding themselves in an adjoining field ; 
how many persons were injured in this 
accident; and are any of the injuries of 
a fatal kind; and will he make represen- 
tations to this company which will ensure 
by them the use of proper appliances, so 
that the travelling public on their line 
may have some protection against acci- 
dent ? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): My right honourable 
Friend the President of the Board of 
Trade desires me to say that the Board 
of Trade have received a report from the 
company of the accident referred to; it 
seems that there was no failure of the 
automatic brake which was in use on 
the passenger portion of the train. The 
accident would appear to have arisen 
through the driver misjudging his dis- 
tance and running too fast into the 
station, without taking adequate precau- 
tion, having regard to the state of the 
rails, which were wet at the time. Two 
passengers are reported having 
received slight bruises, and one as having 
hurt his hand by jumping from the train. 


as 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): Can the right honourable Gentle- 
man say if this was a mixed train, carry- 
ing both passengers and goods? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I am afraid I cannot 
answer without notice. 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE. 


Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether the 
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female medical officer is aware that cer- 
tain insanitary conditions are complained 
of in the H Division Central Telegraph 
Office; and whether the Postmaster 
General will take steps to immediately 
remove the causes of the unpleasantness? 


Mr. HANBURY: Complaints of bad 
smells in the north-east wing of the H 
Division of the Central Telegraph Office 
were reported to the female medical 
officer in June last, and a case of illness 
which was attributed to bad smells was 
treated by that officer. On the flooring 
being taken up a dead rat was found. 
Since its removal no further complaints 
have been made. 


DRUNKENNESS IN DUBLIN. 

Mr. W. JOHNSTON (Belfast, S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his atten- 
tion has been called to the charge of 
the Lord Chief Baron to the grand jury 
in the court-house, Green Street, Dublin, 
on Wednesday last, the 3rd inst., concern- 
ing the deplorable increase of drunken- 
ness in the Dublin Metropolitan Police 
area, amounting to 1,385 cases, or 50 per 
cent. over the corresponding period for 
1897 ; and whether, taking into considera- 
tion the statement of the Lord Chief 
Baron, that two-thirds of the entire crime 
investigated in courts of justice were due 
to drunkenness, he will facilitate the 
passing of the Bill for Sunday Closing 
and Earlier Saturday Closing next Ses- 
sion, as it was approved by the Select 
Committee of the House of Commons? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The attention of 
the Irish Government has been directed 
to the observations of the Lord Chief 
Baron, to which reference is made in the 
Question. The Irish Government cannot 
at present give any pledge regarding 
legislation that may be introduced next 
Session. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Is it not 
the fact that the figures given by the 
Lord Chief Baron relate to arrests for 
drunkenness. Does the law of England 
allow the police to arrest people merely 
for drunkenness 
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is obviously arguing 
the Question. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I will give 
notice of a Question. 


BARBADOES, 

Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he is 
aware that an attack has been made on 
the honourable A. J. Pile, C.M.G,, 
Speaker of the House of Assembly of 
Barbadoes, resulting in his being shot at 
and seriously wounded, and whether the 
criminal has been captured; whether 
within the last eight weeks there has 
been a riotous raid in open day on a 
potato field, and also two cases of 
attempted highway robbery on estate 
managers; and whether, having regard 
to the apparently unsettled state of the 
island, the Government would reconsider 
its decision as to the early removal of 
the troops to St. Lucia? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES: The Governor of Barbadoes 
has reported that Mr. Pile has been shot 
and seriously wounded; at the date of 
the dispatch his assailant had not been 
discovered. I have heard since that, 
although the wound is a serious one, Mr. 
Pile is going on well. On the Ist July, 
not in open day, but about 11 p.m., a 
number of villagers made a raid on a 
potato field, and at first offered some 
resistance to the police, but were soon 
dispersed, and several of the ringleaders 
arrested. I have not heard of any case 
of attempted highway robbery on estates 
managers. The Government have no 
reason to suppose that the island is in 
an unsettled state, and they do not pro- 
pose to reconsider their decision as to 
the early removal of the troops to St. 
Lucia. 


ENGAGEMENT OF BRITISH SAILORS. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether he can state 
if seamen engaged on British vessels 
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registered in the United Kingdom are 
subject to and protected by the provi- 
sions of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, 
notwithstanding the fact that they may 
be engaged in the United Kingdom, 
British possessions abroad, or in foreign 
ports; and whether there is any section 
of the Merchant Shipping Act which 
exempts any seaman so engaged from 
the operation of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, in British possessions abroad 
or in foreign ports; and, if so, which is 
the section? 


Shipping Act. 


THe PRESIDENT or tus BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Rircnmp): 
Yes, Sir; generally speaking, seamen 
engaged on British vessels are subject 
to the Act of 1894, even when engaged 
in British possessions or foreign ports. 
Section 125, however, contains special 
provisions with regard to natives of 


India. 


INDIAN MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether the Indian Merchant Shipping 
Act applies only to vessels registered in 
India and employed in trading to and 
from ports in India; whether he can 
state the number of cubic feet of special 
accommodation allocated to each seaman 
under such Act; whether he is aware of 
the fact that a movement has been and 
now is on foot in India to increase the 
special accommodation allocated to 
Indian seamen up to the standard pro- 
vided for under the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894; and whether he is aware that 
the principal opponents of such move- 
ment are the Peninsular and Oriental 
Steamship Company ! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Rircug): 
The question of the exact application of 
the Indian Merchant Shipping Act. 
depends upon the subject-matter, and in- 
volves points of considerable intricacy, 
with which I am not prepared to deal 
within the limits of a reply to a Ques- 
tion in this House. In the case of 
Lascars, I understand that the Indian 
Act requires six superficial and 36 cubic 
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feet of space for each man. In the case 
of Europeans, a space of 10 superficial 
feet is required when the space is six 
feet or more high—60 cubic feet if it is 
less. The Board of Trade have reason to 
believe that proposals have been made in 
India to increase the space allocated to 
Indian seamen, but they are not aware of 
the nature of the opposition raised to 
such proposals or from what quarters it 
emanated. 


LASCAR SEAMEN. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
Board of Trade is considering the sub- 
ject of the statutory accommodation 
allocated) to Lascar seamen, they will 
take into consideration part II., section 
124, of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, 
and state whether such section does pro- 
vide that the provision of the Act re- 
specting agreements applies to all seamen 
whether engaged in a British possession 
or in a foreign port? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Rircnie): 
The section does so provide subject to 
the modifications contained in the sec- 
tion, and any qualifications arising from 
local legislation based on Imperial law. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): May I ask 
whether, in the case of the Peninsular 
and Oriental Company, who have 
steamers sailing from London to Aus. 
tralia and back, the shipping of Lascars 
in India is not an evasion of the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I am informed that 
that is one of the points on which the 
Board of Trade is unable at present to 
express a definite opinion. The whole 
question is now being considered by the 
Board of Trade in order to ascertain 
precisely the state of the law. 


Dr. CLARK: May I take it, then, that 
when they get the information they will 
prosecute the Peninsular and Oriental 
Company? 


[No Reply.] 
President of Board of Agriculture. 
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Co. Cavan. 


P. AND 0. COMPANY’S SUBSIDY. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he can state the amount of 
money paid to the Peninsular and 
Oriental Steamship Company during the 
year 1897 for the carriage of Her 
Majesty’s mails? 


Mr. HANBURY: £353,794. 


PORT CA ALMERS. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the British 
steamship Port Chalmers discharged her 
crew at the port of New York, United 
States of America, on Ist July last, and 
whether he is aware that the Consular 
shipping office at that port was besieged 
by a crowd of crimps and low characters ; 
that a seaman named Northstrom was 
violently assaulted and robbed of his 
wages in the said shipping office, and 
that no efforts were made to protect this 
seaman ; whether he is aware that many 
complaints have been made with regard 
to such conduct at this office; and 
whether it is intended to give instruc- 
tions to Her Britanuic Majesty’s Consul 
General to exclude from the shipping 
office all persons except the captains and 
men ? 


Tue PRESIDENT or toe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Rrrcme): 
The Board of Trade are not aware of 
the circumstances of the case referred 
to in the Question, but inquiry shall be 
made. In reply to the second and third 
paragraphs of the Question, the Board 
are in communication with the Foreign 
Office and with the Consul General at 
New York, with a view to improving the 
conditions under which seamen on British 
ships are engaged and discharged at that 
port. 


MULLAGH, CO. CAVAN. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: On behalf 
of the honourable Member for the St. 
Patrick Division of Dublin I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
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tenant of Ireland if he can state whether 
the Local Government Board have taken 
the local opinion of the Kells and Bailie- 
borough boards of guardians as to the 
proposed addition of Mullagh Eastern 
Division, county Cavan, to the county 
Meath ; if so, with what result? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The electoral divi- 
sion of Mullagh forms part of the Kells 
Union, and is situated in the county 
Cavan. The Bailieborough guardians 
are strongly in favour of the transfer of 
the division to their union. So far as 
the Local Government Board are aware 
the Kells guardians have not expressed 
any opinion on the subject. Representa- 
tions, however, have been received from 
a number of ratepayers resident in the 
division in favour of its retention in 


the Kells Union, and these representa- | 


tions will be carefully considered when 
the Board are preparing their Orders 
under the boundary clauses of the Local 
Government Bill. 


BEAR ISLAND FORTIFICATIONS. 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: On behalf 


of the honourable Member for the St.| 
Patrick Division of Dublin I beg to ask | 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
what amount of money has been voted 
for the fortification of Bear Island, in 
Bantry Bay; whether a portion of that 
«umount has been already expended; and 
whether the Government will devote a 
portion of that money, or provide a 
separate fund, for the extension of the 
railroad from Kenmare to a deep-water 
pier in Berehaven? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The inquiries in the 
first and second paragraphs should be 
addressed to my right honourable Friend 
the Secretary to the Admiralty. As 
regards the third paragraph the honour- 
able Member has, I think, been informed 
more than once that there are no funds 
at the disposal of the Irish Government 
for the construction of additional lines 
of railway. 
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LAWLESSNESS IN LONDON STREETS. 

Mr. MASSEY-MAINWARING (Fins- 
bury, Central): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called to 
the insecurity of the streets in Clerken- 
well and elsewhere caused by organised 
bands of ruffians; and whether, in view 
of the danger to peaceful citizens residing 
there, he will cause the force of police 
| to be increased in such districts? 


| 

| Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THs 
HOME DEPARTMENT: I have received 
representations from the vestry on this 
| subject, but after making inquiries I was 
| not satisfied that there was any such 
| insecurity as was alleged, or such a con- 
| dition of lawlessness that the existing 
force of police in the district were unable 
to cope with it. In certain districts 
there is doubtless more street rowdyism 
| than in others, due to the general cha- 
|racter of the population, but, as far as 
the police are concerned, active steps 
are taken by them to suppress any dis- 
| turbances and to arrest offenders. The 
matter is, of course, of some importance, 
and I shall not lose sight of it. 





SCIENCE AND ART MUSEUMS. 

Mr. MASSEY-MAINWARING: I beg 
to ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether, if the Science and Art Museums 
are combined, very serious danger to 
the art collections may arise by fire and 
escape of corrosive gases ; and whether, 
in consequence of these serious risks, and 
for want of space, the art collections will 
alone be housed to the east of Exhibition 
Road? 


Tae FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Doveuas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): The whole subject of 
the housing of the Science and Art De- 
partments is now under consideration, 
and the points raised by my honourable 





Friend in regard to fire and corrosive 


gases shall not be overlooked. 
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ORDANACE SURVEY OFFICE, 
SOUTHAMPTON. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether he is aware that workmen em- 
ployed graining and preparing zinco- 
photo plates in the zinco-printing depart- 
ment at the Ordnance Survey Office, 
Southampton, have recently had their 
wages reduced from 27s, to 21s. and from 
34s. to 22s. 6d. per week, in consequence 
of piecework being abolished, and the 
men being required to perform the same 
amount of work as formerly, but for 
which they are now paid at the day work 
rates of 21s. and 22s. 6d. per week; 
and whether he will take the necessary 
steps to remedy this grievance! 

Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: It has recently been 
found necessary to diminish the extent 
to which the workmen referred to are 
employed on piecework, and inasmuch 
as their earnings when so employed are 
greater than when they are employed at 
a daily rate of pay, their aggregate earn- 
ings have doubtless been reduced, 
although not to the extent mentioned in 
the Question. I cannot enter into any 
undertaking that any class of men en- 
gaged on the survey should be con- 
tinuously employed on piecework—a daily 
rate of pay being the normal rule; but I 
will make inquiry as to whether the 
men referred to have any cause for com- 
plaint as to the rate paid in their par- 
ticular case. So far, neither the Director 
General nor I have received any direct 
representations on the subject. 


SOUTH OF IRELAND MAILS. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether under the new arrangement the 
mails for the South of Ireland will be 
forwarded from Dublin by the train leav- 
ing Kingsbridge at 6.20 p.m.? 

Mr. HANBURY: Mails for Cork and 
other important towns on the Great 
‘Southern and Western Railway have been 
forwarded by the 6.20 p.m. train from 
Kingsbridge since the Ist of July, when 
the train commenced running at that 
hour. 
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MILLOM COUNTY COURT BUSINESS. 

Mr. HELDER (Whitehaven) ; I beg to 
ask the Attorney General whether Millom 
(Cumberland) is about to be made a 
separate county court district; and 
whether there is a sufficient number of 
plaints from Miliom to justify that 
course, as the effect of the alteration, if 
made, would probably be to render both 
Whitehaven and Millom unable to pay 
the working expenses of their respective 
courts ! 


Criminal Cases. 


Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir R, 
Wessrer, Isle of Wight): Very strong 
local representations have been made in 
favour of a separate court at Millom. 
The number of plaints is not expected to 
be large, though larger than in many 
courts. It is neither desirable nor pos- 
sible to lay down any hard and fast rule 
as to courts paying their way. 


EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 
Attorney General whether his attention 
has been drawn to a report of the obser- 
vations made by Mr. Justice Wills, in 
directing the grand jury at the Flint 
Assizes on the 23rd ultimo to throw out 
a bill which had been preferred against 
a man for committing perjury in evi- 
dence given on his own behalf upon his 
trial for an offence under the Criminal 
Law Amendment Act, when the learned 
judge described the proceeding as an 
attempt to try the man for perjury in 
saying that he was not guilty of the 
accusation, and denying the circum- 
stances of the story told against him, and 
characterised the committal as an entire 
mistake founded on the misapprehension 
of a properly well-known principle that 
was at the root of the administration of 
justice ; whether, in accordance with this 
view of the law, and in performance of 
his statutory duty of supervising the 
director of public prosecutions, he pro- 
poses to instruct that officer not to prose- 
cute in such cases which may arise under 
the Evidence in Criminal Cases Bill of 
the present Session ; and whether he will 
enter a nolle prosequt on behalf of the 
Crown if such prosecutions should be 
instituted by other persons! 
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Sm R. WEBSTER: I have seen a 
report of the case referred to in the first 
paragraph of the Question of the honour- 
able and learned Member. I do not 
propose to give any general directions 
of the kind suggested in the second para- 
graph, or to give any pledge of the 
character suggested in the third. Every 
case must depend upon its own facts. 


CLERGY DISCIPLINE ACT. 

Mr. DRAGE (Derby): On behalf of 
the noble Lord the Member for Green- 
wich I beg to ask the Attorney General 
whether his attention has been called to 
statements showing the heavy. cost of 
proceedings before the Judicial Commit- 
tee of the Privy Council under the Clergy 
Discipline Act ; and whether it is in the 
power of the Rule Committee under that 
Act, or of the Privy Council, to diminish 
the expenses of such proceedings by rega- 
lations ; and, if so, whether he can sug- 
gest in the proper quarter the issue of 
such regulations ! 


Sir R. WEBSTER: My attention has 
not been called to the matter referred 
to by the noble Lord, but I am aware 
that the costs of proceedings in the Privy 
Council are heavy. I will communicate 
with the proper authorities to ascertain 
whether it is possible to make a reduc- 
tion in this respect. 


LAND TRANSFER ACT. 


Mr. GEDGE (Walsall): I beg to ask 
the Attorney General whether the Order 
in Council made under the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, on the 18th July last, and 
laid on the Table of the House on the 
19th July last, will become valid after 
40 days if no address disapproving of 
such Order be carried, in the event of 
Parliament being prorogued before the 
40 days have elapsed, or will they begin 
again to run from the first day of next 
Session, as is the case with the Orders 
of the Council approving charitable 
schemes ? 
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Sir R. WEBSTER: So far as the ques- 
tion is one of law, I am of opinion that 
under sub-section 9 of section 20 of the 
Land Transfer Act, which is worded dif- 
ferently from the sections in other Accs 
of Parliament relating to similar matters, 
the Order will become valid 40 days after 
19th July, unless an address be carried 
within that time disapproving of such 


Order. 


Mr. GEDGE: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Government will, by starring it, enable 
me to move the Resolution of which I 
have given notice with regard to the 
Order of Council recently made under the 
Land Transfer Act, 1897? 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrovur, Manchester, 
£.): I think my honourable Friend has 
a very strong case, and that the wording 
of the Bill leaves a great deal to be 
desired. I do not know who is respon- 
sible for it. I will give my honourable 
Friend an answer to his Question in the 
course of the evening. 


MURDER OF BRITISH POSTAL 
OFFICIALS AT CONSTANTINOPLE. 
Mr. CHANNING: On behalf of the 

honourable Member for the Eye Division 
of Suffolk I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he will consider 
the desirability of providing out of the 
Royal Bounty Fund (pending the pay- 
ment of adequate compensation by the 
Turkish Government) for the families of 
the two officials of the British Post Office 
at Constantinople who were murdered on 
26th August, 1896, especially having 
regard to the fact that these families 
have for more than 23 months been 
dependent on private charity? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tne TREA- 
SURY: In the event cf the payment of 
compensation being much longer delayed, 
I shall be prepared to consider any repre- 
sentations that may be made to me on 
behalf of these persons. 
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WEI-HAI-WEI. 

Sm E. GOURLEY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
is aware that the main portion of the 
anchorage at Wei-hai-Wei is dangerous, 
and exposed to the northerly winds, 
which blow almost continuously with con- 
siderable fury during winter, whilst Port 
Arthur is almost landlocked; whether 
large sums of money will have to be 
expended over a breakwater, and the 
deepening of the channels and harbours, 
as well as in the construction of docks 
and fortifications, before Wei-hai-Wei 
can be utilised efficiently as a naval 
base; whether that, in the opinion of 
experts, it will need a garrison of about 
20,000 men to hold it against a land 
attack; and is it the intention of the 
Government to ask Parliament for the 
money needed, or negotiate with China 
for an exchange from Wei-hai-Wei to 
some place (say, Chusan or the Woosung 
Forts) in the neighbourhood of the 
Yang-tsze Valley? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The latest information that we 
have from the officers of Her Majesty’s 
Government at Wei-hai-Wei does not 
confirm in any particular the impression 
suggested by the honourable Member’s 
Question. Until a completed survey has 
been made by the officers sent out for 
the purpose no definite statement can be 
made to Parliament on the subject. No 
exchange of Wei-hai-Wei for any other 
place is contemplated, that position being 
exceedingly well suited for the purpose 
for which it was acquired, 


TOWER OF LONDON—SUNDAY 
OPENING. 

Mr. MASSEY-MAINWARING: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Tower of London will shortly 
be opened to the public on Sundays ; and, 
if not, what are the objections of those 
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responsible for its safety to its being so 
opened? 


Mr. JOHNSTON: May I ask the 
right honourable Gentleman whether he 
is not aware that there is a large amount 
of public opinion in this country that 
objects to the assimilation of the English 
to the Continental Sunday? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I am not at present in a position 
to make any statement at all with regard 
to this Question. 


TELEPHONE COMMITTEE’S REPORT. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): May I 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury a Ques- 
tion of which I have given him private 
notice—namely, whether his attention 
has been drawn to the publication in full 
detail in the Press of the xeport of the 
Telephone Committee, showing that one 
of the proofs corrected by the Committee 
on Friday last has been communicated 
to the Press, and whether some steps 
will not be taken to prevent the Zimes 
or other newspapers publishing confi- 
dential documents which certainly ought 
not to appear? 


Mr. HANBURY: As my honourable 
Friend is aware, it was actually an 
amended copy of our Report which was 
apparently got hold of by the Zimes and 
published on Saturday. That Report 
had only been amended on the previous 
day. Every possible precaution was 
taken by the Committee to guard against 
anything of the kind being done, because 
whenever we left the room, even for 
luncheon, we carefully had the doors 
locked. We have taken every possible 
step to ascertain how the filching of this 
paper could possibly have occurred, but 
hitherto without success. 


I can only say 
that in my opinion, and in the opinion 
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of the Committee, the practice com- 
plained of is becoming absolutely in- 
tolerable. 


ARMY BOOTS. 

CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- 
ing): May I ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office if the authorities are 
prepared to make experiments with boots 


during the forthcoming manceuvres at 
Aldershot? 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 THE 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powett Wiuras, 
Birmingham, S.): Yes, Sir; 1,200 pairs 
of boots of two kinds will be on trial, and 
the experiment will be carefully watched. 


NEW BILL. 


BURGH POLICE AND HEALTH 
(SCOTLAND). 

Bill to amend the Law in regard to 
the Sewerage and Drainage and Water 
Supply of Burghs in Scotland —/(The 
Lord Advocate.) 


*Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: This isa Bill 
which is the result of a promise given 
last year. It is entirely of a non-con- 
troversial nature, and I think honourable 
Gentlemen opposite have no objection to 
it, and I appeal to them not to oppose it, 
as we wish that it should be printed, so 
that the burghs should have an oppor- 
tunity of perusing it in the autumn. 


Bill brought in and read a first time. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
SUPPLY [22xp Attotrep Day.) 


The House then went into Committee 
of Supply, Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumber- 
land, Penrith) in the Chair. 


(In the Committee.) 
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Cuass V. 
On the Vote of £1,000 for a grant in 


aid of the revenues of the Island of 
Cyprus, 


*Mr. PIERPO{NT (Warrington): I 
had no opportunity of addressing the 
House in Committee last year upon 
this question, and therefore I take the 
present opportunity of doing so; but, 
before the few remarks which I intend 
to address to the Committee, I desire to 
say that I thoroughly recognise that my 
right honourable Friend the Colonial 
Secretary has shown far more sympathy 
towards the island and the people who 
inhabit it than any of his predecessors. 
He has shown an anxiety to promote 
public works in the island, and also to 
promote the welfare of the people. I do 
not intend to enter to-day into the sub- 
ject of the tribute, although I do regard 
it as one of the great grievances of the 
island, and perhaps the greatest which 
the island has had, and I wish merely 
to bring to the attention of the Com- 
mittee a few figures to make that ques- 
tion quite clear. I take my figures from 
the date that England took over and 
occupied the island up to March, 1897. 
The revenue during that period has been 
£3,294,528, the expenditure during the 
same period, excluding the tribute, has 
been £2,159,421, leaving an excess of 
revenue over expenditure, exclusive of the 
tribute, of £1,135,107. The tribute 
during that period has amounted to 
£1,728,948. Subtract the total excess 
of revenue, exclusive of the tribute, from 
the lump sum of tribute, and there is 
left a deficit of £593,841, which has 
taken the form of grants in aid given by 
this country to the island. Upon those 
figures the fact remains that, had not 
the island got to pay this tribute, accord- 
ing to the Convention of the 4th June, 
1878, it would actually have had during 
the 20 years it has been in the occupa- 
tion of England anexcess of revenue over 
expenditure amounting to £1,135,107. 
Now, after dealing with those figures so 
shortly, I desire to remind the Com- 
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mittee that, by the Convention of the 
4th of June, 1878, the actual wording of 
the Convention is— 


Supply. 


“That England will pay to the Porte what- 
ever is the present excess of revenue over 
expenditure.” 


and that has been, rightly or wrongly, 
interpreted to mean that Cyprus shall 
pay. Of course I need scarcely say that 
that is a very great burden on the island, 
especially when one considers the small- 
ness of the population, which only 
amounts to about 210,000, which has to 
pay this large amount of money. I sin- 
cerely hope that some day or other some 
arrangement may be made by which this 
difficulty may be obviated. In the mean- 
time I should like to remind the Com- 
mittee that when we took possession of 
the island we took possession with a large 
intention of doing something towards the 
benefit of the island and its inhabitants. 
We promised them a great many things 
which we have never performed; and a 
very considerable promise was made by 
Sir Garnet Wolseley to the people that 
nothing should be left undone which 
would tend to their welfare. He issued 
the following proclamation :— 


“Her Majesty commands me to assure the 
inhabitants of Cyprus that she proposes to 
order the acceptance of such measures as 
may be deemed most suitable for the advance- 
ment and the development of commerce and 
agriculture of the country. No measure will 
be neglected contributing to the moral and 
material progress of the welfare of the people.” 


Now, Sir, it was known at that time that 
it was intended to make Cyprus a place 
darmes, as it is called, and that would 
have meant the expenditure of a large 
amount of money in the island upon a 
naval station, and probably also a large 
amount expended in maintaining a large 
garrison there. Nothing whatever has 
been done towards making a naval sta- 
tion there, and as to the garrison, I think 
I should not be very far wrong if T said 
the soldiers there are practically reduced 
to no more than a handful of caretakers. 
There were one or two companies there 
some time ago, I believe, but they have 
now been removed to Egypt to join 
the Soudan expedition. Now, Sir, of 
ccurse when you spend in an island 2 
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large amount of money in naval works, 
and you also keep a considerable garri- 
son there, you indirectly benefit the 
population very largely. Now, the 
people have not had any benefit from 
that kind of expenditure in the island. 
I should like to point out to my right 
honourable Friend. also that it woulk 
not only be a benefit to the island 
itself but to this country as well, and 
I would further desire to impress upon 
him that he should, at all events, con- 
sider the advisability of starting navai 
works, in consultation with the right 
honourable Gentleman the First Lord 
of the Admiralty. It is of enormous 
importance to our Navy that we should 
have a naval harbour capable of taking 
our Navy other than Valetta, Malta, and 
there are two reasons why it is desirabte. 
One is that the harbour of Valetta in 
Malta is, I think I may say, a pro 
verbially unhealthy harbour. The town 
sewage used to drain into it; the ships 
do so now. The amount of fever round 
and about Valetta harbour is very con- 
siderable indeed, and I will point to 
the latest returns as to the health of 
the Navy with regard to malarial fever 
to illustrate it. The medical officer of 
the Howe, January 14th to April 10th, 
says— 


“The weather is clear, dry, and exceedingly 
pleasant. The younger members of the ship’s 
company suffered a good deal from Mediter- 
ranean fever.” 


He speaks further of several cases of & 
later date having been primarily con- 
tracted in Malta. At Malta malaria 
occurs very often in that port, 
and has been responsible for a 
great deal of the disease which has 
appeared in the Navy. Besides _ that. 
the advantage of it would be—and it 
would be a distinct advantage in view 
of possible occurrences in the future— 
that we should have a naval station in 
the far eastern Mediterranean, and con- 
sidering that our ships were only 
lately at Alexandretta and other places 
in that part of the werld it is necessary 
that we should have some re-fitting sta- 
tion somewhere nearer than Malta. With 
regard to the matter of the unhealthi- 
ness of Malta—Valetta harbour—I be- 
lieve it is a very common thing in the 
Navy for officers to feel some regret 
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apon being ordered to Malta, because 
of the unhealthiness of the island. I 
have often been, and I knowthe harbour 
very well indeed. I was never there 
in the hot weather, but I must say 
that the smell from the water was simply 
abominable. One of these Reports 
speaks of alarge amount of fever, which 
was supposed to have arisen in connec- 
tion with a steam “grab-all,” as it is 
called, which was dredging up the mud 
in one of the side creeks of Valetta 
harbour, but, from my own knowledge, 
there is no necessity to grab up the 
mud to get the smell in the side creeks. 
Our ships, perhaps, make their rendezvous 
at ‘Alexandretta, and it is necessary to have 
a refitting station in those parts. In 
Cyprus there are two possible places for 
a harbour. One is ready-made by nature, 
and only wants the reefs built in and 
making good ; that is at Famagusta. The 
old harbour is too small for modern 
ships, although it might have been useful 
in past times, but outside the old har- 
bour there is a very large space of water 
around which is a natural reef. It has 
heen surveyed, and I think in that har- 
beur, if it were made, we should be able 
to swing 12 or 14 ironcleds. That is 
the project so far as Famagusta is con- 
cerned. But there is another place, 
valled Lake Limasol, in the promontory 
of Akroter, which is two miles 
and a half in diameter. 1: is shallow 
now, but when completed by the drede- 
ing and by a canal being made from the 
east side of the promontory to the lake, 
which is only half a mile, and a canal on 
the west side, the length there being one 
mile and an eighth, you would have a 
harbour approachable in all weathers, 
and it has high ground for guns and 
fortifications in the rear. The distance 
from Alexandretta to Cyprus is, roughly, 
200 sea miles, from Port Said 205, and 
Alexandria 260 miles. To Malta from 
Alexandretta is 1,050 miles, so that it 
would be a very serious thing if the 
ships had to go and refit there. 
T have put that view to the Committee 
to-night at some length, and now, before 
T sit down, I desire to ask my 
right honourable Friend what is 
being done in Cyprus? The authori- 
ties there have passed a_ resolution 
for a railway between Larnaka and the 
capital, Nicosia, but whether there is 
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any likelihood of its being constructed, 
and whether it is to go direct from 
Larnaka to Nicosia, or whether it is to 
go vid Vatili, I do not know. If it is 
made at all, it would be better 
to take the longer route, and go round 
by Vatili. The shorter and direct route 
from Larnaka to Nicosia is 25 miles, 
and if the railway is made it should not 
cost more than £67,000 ; but if the rail- 
way is constructed through the longer 
route the cost will be £95,000. I also 
wish to ask the right honourable Gentle 
man whether the steamship line to Alex- 
andria is still going on, and whether it 
is prosperous. I also wish to draw his 
attention to what I understand is the 
fact, that the Otfoman Bank, which is 
the only bank in the island, has closed 
all its branches, and is also going to 
close its head office at Nicosia. If it does 
so, that will mean that the bank would 
remove itself from the island altogether. 
1 should, perhaps, more than anything 
else like to ask the right honourable 
Gentleman whether he could give us any 
information as to the irrigation works 
which he has promised to the people of 
the island. I should also like to draw 
his attention to another matter which 
greatly concerns us there. There is on 
the island, in common with all parts of 
the Levant, an unhappy community of 
lepers, and although the disease is de- 
creasing, still it exists, and is a 
shocking disease. What I desire to 
ask my right honourable F~iend is this. 
The chief medical officer, who has been 
there for 20 years, has been working for 
many years upon what medical men have 
been investigating before, and what he 
believes to be a cure for this horrible 
disease. He is certainly of opinion that 
he has discovered a remedy which will 
cure the disease, if it is used in the early 
stages. I wish to ask the ‘right 
honourable Gent.eman whether he would 
not be able to get a sum of monev 
granted to help the medical officer of 
health towards perfecting this discoverv. 
If it turns out to be a good discovery, it 
will be one of extreme importance. Now, 
I have only a few more words to add. 
The right honourable Gentleman said last 
year that Cyprus was “no worse off for 
the British occupation, and there was no 
contract that she should be better off.” 
I do not desire to tie him to the logical 
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conclusion of this statement. I think 
that he, and all of us, believe that wher- 
ever the English flag flies, it is not a 
matter of contract, but that we expect 
that the country over which it flies, and 
the people whom it rules, shall be better 
off. I desire to ask the right honourable 
Gentleman whether he will grant a Com- 
mittee to inquire into the relations of 
Cyprus to this country, as to whether the 
view which has been held by Chancellors 
of the Exchequer is fair to the island, and 
as to whether something cannot be done 
to render it content, happy, and pros- 
perous, after its long centuries of oppres- 
sion and misrule? 


Mr. DILLON: It is not for the pur- 
pose of endeavouring to reply to the 
speech of the honourable Member that I 
now address the Committee, but for the 
purpose of considering the whole ques- 
tion of the occupation of the island. 
Having regard to the circumstances 
under which this country took possession 
of the island, I do think that there does 
lie upon the Government of England the 
obligation to see that the condition of 
the people is improved so long as they 
have the control of it. If we are to 
believe the statements of the people 
themselves, there is a very trifling im- 
provement, so far as they themselves are 
concerned, under English rule. They com- 
plain that, so far from there being any 
improvement, they are now held to cer- 
tain arrangements, to which I shall 
allude in a moment, and they are 
made to pay £160,000 a year more than 
they would otherwise have to pay. I do 
not pretend to any such information as 
that possessed by the honourable Gentle- 
man who has just spoken; I merely 
speak from statements which have 
reached me from the inhabitants of the 
island themselves, and where they hoped 
that when they came under the rule of 
England their position would be im- 
proved, as compared with the rule of the 
Sultan, it has not been improved, and 
they have been brought under heavier 
taxation without any adequate increase 
in the expenditure of public money in 
public works. Now, the last Debate that 


we had upon this subject was, so far as 

T recollect, on the 8th of March, 1895, 

and the then Chancellor of the Exche 

quer, the right honourable Gentleman the 
Mr. Pier point. 


{COMMONS} 








Supply. 50 
Member for Monmouthshire, declared that 
the responsibilities of the island of Cyprus 
cost the British taxpayer in round num- 
bers £200,000 a year. Now, what struck 
me was that almost immediately after 
that, in the House of Lords, Lord Salix 
bury, then in opposition, moved for a Re. 
turn for the purpose of showing that the 
statement of the then Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was far from accurate, that 
so far from costing the British taxpayer 
anything, the island had been run at a 
profit. Then it was that the Cyprus 
Return of 1895 was made, which, so “ar 
from showing that any loss was made 
by the island, the Exchequer was actually 
making a profit of about £10,000 a year. 
In the subsequent Debate which took 
place on the 19th of March in the same 
year, it was said we had derived a benefit 
out of the island of £170,000, that being 
the profit which this country had made 
out of the island; and it transpired in 
the course of the Debate that the 
revenues of Cyprus had been intercepted 


by the Government, and used for 
the purpose of paying tse Turkish 
Loan of 1855, which should have 


been paid by this country and France. 
Now, it appears to me a harsh and cruel 
condition of things. It was admitted by 
all parties that the island of Cyprus was 
taken over for the purposes of Imperial 
policy, and, under the circumstances, we 
certainly ought to have acted generously 
towards the island, and not made a profit 
out of the unfortunate taxpayers, It is 
avery small and poor country. We ought 
not to have made a profit out of the 
transaction ; whereas, asa matter of fact, 
England has made a profit of £200,000 
since she took the island of Cyprus. I 
think it is only fair that these poor 
people should have a hearing. Cyprus 
was taken up by a secret Convention, and 
a clause was put into the agreement 
under which it was contracted that the 
treaty which had been made in the base 
currency should in future be paid in gold. 
The result of it is, according to the 
Cvprus Committee, that the value of the 
tribute was enormously raised. If that 
be true, I must say that the loss in that 
transaction ought to fall on England. 
Nothing could be more unjust, if it be 
true. The whole of the loss ought, un- 
questionably, to fall upon the English 
Government, Further, it is complained 
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that the amount of taxation now paid by 
the people of Cyprus enormously and 
grotesquely exceeds any fair proportion 
towards the actual gross products of the 
island, A statement has been sent to 
me, and it shows that the gross value of 
the island is £800,000 a year, while the 
revenue is about £200,000. I see that 
the figure given by the islanders as the 
loss in consequence of the tribute having 
to be paid in gold, is £45,000 a year, 
That is what they estimate it at. I want 
to know whether that is true or not. It 
is either true, or it is not true. The 
conversion of the loan, no doubt, was a 
very substantial relief to the people of 
Cyprus. It was a substantial relief to 
give them £27,000 a year. I would like 
to urge upon the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies that this is the case of an 
island that has recently emerged from 
the terrors of Turkish rule, and that it 
is notoriously very poor, because the pro- 
duce of the island is of an agricultural 
character. I was looking at a report this 
year, and I see that the produce is con- 
fined to very few articles—a condition of 
things which argues that the island ought 
to be generously considered. Even if 
there is a reduction of £27,000 a year 
on the loan, they should not withdraw 
altogether the grant in aid. The grant 
in aid has averaged £30,000 a year, and 
if, under this new conversion scheme, the 
tribute were reduced by £27,000 a year 
it would be a harsh thing to make that 
an excuse for withdrawing the grant in 
aid, That would interfere with the 
opportunity of starting works, which 
would materially improve the condition 
of the island. 


*Sm A. K. ROLLIT (Islington, S.): 
Having some connection with the island, 
I desire to say a few words. I recognise 
the practical interest the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies has taken in _ this 
matter, and, even more, the prospects 
which he is tentatively opening up for 
further development in the same direc- 
tion. I believe myself that if the opera- 
tions suggested are carried out, the result 
will be beneficial ; they will not only be of 
advantage to the island, but they will alao 
prove a remunerative investment. Mv 
honourable Friend has proposed that it 
is desirable that there should be a Com. 
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mittee of the House on the financial rela- 
tions between the island and ourselves, 
and I would venture to suggest that the 
precedent the right honourable Gentle. 
man has created, with regard to the West 
Indies, should be followed, and that the 
appointment of an expert Comunission 
would be an extremely desirable step 
to take. It is a step in which there is 
a field both for investigation and for 
action, which, I believe, might be made 
very profitable. Hitherto, so far 
from any real and permanent advan- 
tage having arisen, very grave doubts as 
to the value of our occupation of the island 
have been entertained. But I should 
hope that, under the application of this 
policy of development, which, I am sure, 
commends itself to this country, a new 
departure will be made, and we have 
reason to hope that the result of that will 
bring credit, instead of discredit, to our 
country, with which credit only ought to 
be associated. When wethink how highly 
taxed the island has been in proportion to 
its resources, and what a_ drain 
upon its resources the tribute has 
hitherto been, and how much capi- 
tal has been prevented from __find- 
ing its way into remunerative invest- 
ments in the island itself—when these 
things are thought of, the retrospect is 
not one which can be indulged in 
with great satisfaction by this country, 
and it is to be hoped that the occasion 
will be taken for developing the agricul- 
tural and also the general industries of 
the island, of the latter of which there are 
but few, too few for a stable position of 
affairs. I think the right honourable Gen- 
tleman has had one more opportunity of 
displaying his statesmanship in making 
the best, instead of the worst, of our 
Colonies and dependencies. But, in the 
first instance, as to the conversion of the 
residue of the 1855 loan, I should like 
to know for whose benefit that is to 
accrue. Sixty years hence is a distant 
period, and I should like to know who in 
the nearer future is going to get the 
advantage of this undoubtedly desirable 
conversion? Is it to be our own country, 
to the neglect of Cyprus itself? Or, are 
we going to continue the system of 
grants in aid of the country we took, and 
which we hold, for our own convenience, 
and the future of which we are consider- 
ing, even to-day, from the point of view 
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of our own advantage? The origin of 
our occupation seems to me to establish 
a distinct claim upon us. I should hope, 
therefore, that the right honourable 
Gentleman will be able to tell us to-day 
that this financial portion of the scheme 
will in itself be advantageous, not only 
to this country, but also to Cyprus. But 
I have risen especially and chiefly to 
dwell upon another view of this matter, 
to discuss it not from the point of view 
of arms, but rather from the aspect of 
view of the arts. I congratulate the right 
honourable Gentleman on the practical 
steps he seems likely to take with a view 
to the commercial development of the 
island. In undertaking certain public 
works, at least tentatively, and in having 
as his professional representative there a 
specialist who has had great experience 
in India in dealing with similar matters, 
and in what has already been fore- 
shadowed, I think the right honourable 
Gentleman is taking a course which will 
recommend itself to everyone who knows 
anything about the island. The irriga- 
tion reservoirs and works are absolutely 
essential to coutsteract the uncertainty 
of the rainfall, and they are in experi- 
enced hands; and even the immediate 
result of ending waste of water by 
storage indicates what the future may be. 
At present, few second crops are taken 
from the land, but under a good system 
of irrigation it would be quite possible 
to crop the country annually, instead of 
biennially, according to the present sys- 
tem of letting half the land lie fallow 
every year, and to get, without any diffi- 
culty, a second summer crop, which is 
now genera'ly impossible. I hope 
afforestation will be carried further, as 
even the mere protection and preserva- 
tion of the forests has proved a means 
of reducing droughts. With regard to 
agriculture, of course, primarily, the 
question is that of irrigation ; but we are 
here also brought into contact with fur- 
ther requirements, especially the intro- 
duction into the island of a more collec- 
tive system—a system of greater co- 
operation. Each planter now does 
his work, and the consequence 
has not been for the advantage of agri- 
culture. In these ways I believe very 


own 


much more might be accomplished. One 

great want of fhe island is the introduc- 

tion of a better banking system. I am 
Sir A, Rollit. 
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not forgetting that an attempt has been 
made in that direction; but it was an 
attempt made under not the best con- 
ditions. Having regard to the general 
success of agricultural banks in Germany, 
I believe that if we were to introduce 
such into the island, with the help of the 
Government, a great benefit would be 
conferred, and I regret that at present 
such banks do not seem to meet with 
official favour; still, they are worth a 
trial under the new and better con- 
ditions. As to roads, the need for 
them will be illustrated by the fact that 
some of the more important towns in the 
provinces have nothing to connect them 
more than bridle-paths—e.g., there is no 
carriage road between Limasol and 
Paphos. There certainly has to be done 
much for the island in the way of har- 
bour accommodation, and more direct 
steamship communication; and for a 
commercial harbour the Lake of Limaso! 
seems to be the best site. If.an improve 


ment could be effected, it would 
ba very advantageous to the com- 
merce of the island. Railways, too, 
are wanted; and I am told that 
they ought to be, above all things, 


of a light description. Such lines have 
been found to be of advantage in our own 
and in some other countries. In general 
industries, that of wine has improved in 


its manufacture during the 15 or 20 
years in which I have now and again 
drunk it, but, like agricuiitce needs 


more collective and co-operative action. 
That of silk is promising under the help 
given to it, and might be more improved, 
and needs more irrigation and mulberiy 
planting ; and there are some very small 
village textile industries in homespuns 
wuich are worth attention. Well, Sic, 
the position in the past has been such 
as we have reason to regret. At present 
some steps are being taken which 1 
think do not fulfil our original intention 
of keeping Cyprus as a place of arms, 
but which will at least do something 
for its commercial development; and 
I trust the right honourable Gentle- 
man will, as he has done in some other 
parts of the world, apply those principles 
which bring countries into a better com. 
mercial position, and, at any rate, show 
that the mind of this country does not 
forget its great obligations. Thus in 
Cyprus, too, there may be both patience 
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and prudence, progress and remunerative 
investment both for the island and for 
this country, and also a realisation at 
last of right and duty. 


*Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean): The honourable Member for 
Warrington has departed from his usual 
practice of dealing with Cyprus, and has 
launched out into a very ambitious 
naval and military scheme. The honour- 
able Gentleman has taken a great interest 
in the subject, which is always to 
his credit; but may I suggest that on 
the present occasion he has not, perhaps, 
given enough preliminary consideration 
to his proposal for making a naval base 
in connection with the island! We are 
speaking here in the absence of any 
representative of the Adiiralty. It 
would be rather for the First Lord of 
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the Admiralty than for my right 
henourable Friend the Secretary cf 
State for the Colonies to deal with 
that portion of the subject. These 
are not new proposals. They were 
made during two successive Govern- 
ments. They were the subjects of 


very full Reports by naval and military 
experts, which were laid before this 
House. The iwo successive Governments 
sent naval and military experts to report 
upon the possibility of making a harbour 
at The effect of those 
Reports was that Famagusta could be 
made, by enormous expenditure, into a 
most valuable naval and military har- 
bour if one was wanted in the neighbour- 
hood. As none the matter is not 
werth contemplating for one moment, 
It would mean spending something 
like two millions of money to make 
it a great naval and military harbour. 
My honourable Friend generally men- 
tioned certain military and naval autho- 
rities from which he has got a certain 
opinion in favour of the course he advises 
us to take. In the debates in the Roval 
United Service Institution there has 
never been made any suggestion for 
making a great harbour in Cyprus. It 
is a well-known fact that there is a har- 
bour in that part of the Eastern Mediter- 
ranean which is much better suited as a 
base in war. I think it is a very rash 
thing to ask the Government to engage 
upon. Now, Sir, the position in which 
for vears past we have stood in Cyprus 
has been a painful position. Successive 
Governments of this country have been 


Famagusta. 


is, 
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forced to certain action by our original 
rashness in occupying Cyprus before we 
knew anything about its value. Recent 
achievements in the same _ direc- 
tion show the danger in which this 
country may fall of acting without full 
consideration and without obtaining a 
sound and well-conceived opinion of the 


naval and military fitness of the 
step. As regards the present and 
future, that is a matter we can 
most usefully discuss to-day. There 


is a particular point to which no reference 
has been made, and in regard to which 
I believe there is a somewhat hopeful 


future. I believe it is a matter that has 
been brought before the attention of the 
right honourable Gentleman. Cyprus 
was celebrated in the past for the 
character of its silk cocoons. I believe 


the silk produced from the cocoons is 
superior to any other produced anywhere 
else in the world. Yet the silk made 
from that cocoon is inferior silk. The 
people have not got the manufacturing 
skill to make good use of their cocoon. 
I should be very glad if, in the course 
of any remarks the right honourable 
Gentleman may make upon the develop- 
ment of the agriculture and commerce 
of Cyprus, which I know has occupied his 
mind, he may allude to any chance he 
sees in the future of giving a start to 
what is likely to become a thriving trade. 


Sm J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I have always taken an interest 
in the matter of the Turkish Loan, and 
there is a point I should like to mention. 
We do not know what becomes of the 
£10,000 a year surplus. It has been 
stated that it has not been applied to the 
service of the debt, and that this surplus 
has been accumulating until it now 
amounts to £170,000. I should like to 
know what is intended to be done with 
this money. 


Tuz SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONIES: There is no surplus 
at all. The amount of the tribute, 
roughly speaking, is £80,000 a year; 
£40,000 a year of that goes to pay 
the interest of the French portion of the 
loan and the other £40,000 goes to pay 
the interest on the English portion. 
After paying this tribute of £80,000 a 
year there is a deficit in the finances 
of Cyprus which amounts annually to 
something like £30,000, and which has 
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been made up by this country. The 
total sum we have spent in making up 
this deficit is something over £500,000. 


Sm J. FERGUSSON: Is there no 
surplus left in the hands of the Treasury? 


*Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): With 
reference to what has fallen from the 
right honourable Gentleman the Member 
for the Forest of Dean, I would say that 
he wrote an article last month in the 
Cosmopolis magazine, in which he 
stated— 


“The British Government of 1880, contain- 
ing as it did two prominent members of the 
present administration, put on record its 
opinion of the w orthlessness of Cyprus as a 
military or naval station.” 


He then proceeded to advocate the sur- 
render of Cyprus to the Kingdom of 
Greece. Lord Salisbury, at any rate, did 
not consider Cyprus worthless from a 
naval point of viewfor the Duke of 
Somerset, on the 21st March, 1879, asked 
Lord Salisbury whether it was the inten- 
tion of the Government to undertake 
the works necessary to make Famagusta 
habitable. And this was his answer— 


“The harbour of Famagusta has _ un- 
doubtedly been selected, and such improve- 
ments are to be made in it as may be required 
to make it fit for the purposes of a great 
Power. When the harbour is completed, it 
will, I believe, be a considerably finer harbour 
than that of Malta, for, if I recollect rightly, 
whereas the harbour of Malta can only con- 
tain nine large ships, three-quarters of a 
cable length apart, that of Famagusta will 
be capable of containing 14 ships, one 
cable length apart. The position besides is 
one of very great importance in that part of 
the world, and is not to be overrated from a 
strategical point of view.’ 


I should just like to say a word or two 
about the agricultural value of the island, 
which, I think, after listening to all the 
Debates which have been held in this 
House since I became a Member of it, 
appears to have been unduly depreciated. 
There are Members in this House who 
will hardly credit what I am going to tell 
them. The year 1891 was a bumper one as 
regards cereals in Cyprus, and proved the 
best harvest experienced since we took 
possession of the island. The cereal pro- 
duce in that year from all our three 
Colonies—West Australia, Tasmania, and 
Queensland — amounted to 4,562,738 


bushels ; whereas the cereal produce of 
Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
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Cyprus in that year amounted to 
5,000,000 bushels, thus showing a sur- 
plus of 500,000 bushels over those three 
great Colonies all put together. Well, 
that shows the great value that must be 
attached to this island for wheat-growing 
purposes, If it grows such an enormous 
crop in a year without anything being 
put into the soil to help it, it conclusively 
proves what the island can do. I do hope, 
therefore, that although the island has 
been called by the late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer a dilapidated property, there 
can be no doubt that under proper 
government, favoured by a reduction of 
taxation, and with sympathetic treatment 
from England, it may become in the 
future, what it has given evidence of 
being in the past, the finest granary in 
Europe. 


Mr. RK. G. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, 
E.): I have listened with great interest 
to the speeches of my honourable Friends 
the Member for Warrington and the 
Member for Islington on this subject, and 
as to the desirability of forming Cyprus 
into a naval station, I would observe that 
the Mediterranean is already strongly 
fortified. It will not only be of 
importance to us to recollect what the 
Leader of the House has pointed out, 
that it has not only got a good harbour, 
but there is Malta, which, by the way, 
is practically governed by a curious legis- 
lative body. Only a few years ago there 
occurred an incident for which no reason 
could be given that the Admiralty could 
understand 


Ture CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 


Mr. R. G. WEBSTER: I was merely 
alluding to the conditions under which the 
British Admiral was placed in quarantine 





in Malta. However, he took his fleet 
away. He said— 
“You put me in quarantine. I will show 


you what quarantine means.” 


And he took the fleet away on a six or 
eight weeks’ cruise. It is a remarkable 
thing that this place of arms should he 
under the control, so far as the military 
forces are concerned, of the Home Dis- 
trict of the War Office. I venture to hope 
that if Cyprus is aided by the various 
proposals of my honourable Friend tke 
Member for Islington and the honourable 
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Member for Warrington, 
much good will accrue. 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES: The object of honour- 
able Members is, no doubt, to obtain 
information, and in putting their 
questions they have, in spite oi 
tne lateness of the Session, roamed 
over a wide variety of subjects; 
but I think it would tax even the 
ingenuity of my right honourable Friend 
the Member for the Forest of Dean to 
seize this opportunity for denouncing the 
acquisition of Wei-hai-Wei. In regard to 
the present Debate the Committee will 
recollect that my responsibility for the 
island only dates from 1895; and it is 
impossible for me to defend the policy 
which led to the acquisition of the island 
prior to the pericd when I came into 
office. From that time, however, I have 
had the pleasure to agree with my 
honourable Friend the Member for War- 
rington and other speakers as to one par- 
ticular point in their speeches. ‘That 
is to say, I think I laid it down, within 
a few weeks of my being in office, that I 
regarded the island of Cyprus as one of 
those Colonial estates which it was we'l 
worth the interest of this country to 
develop in a reasonable and cautious 
manner. But I wish at the same time to 
say that I differ entirely from those 
honourable Members, and_ especially 
from my honourable Friend the 
Member for Warrington, when the 
assertion is made that under British 
rule the Cypriotes have not already 
greatly benefited, and, indeed, that 
they were better off under their old 
masters, 


Mr. DILLON: More lightly taxed. 


Tue SECRETARY or -STATE ror 
THE COLONIES: I will take it any 
way the honourable Member likes; 
and I am prepared to prove that 
they are certainly much better off 
than they were under their Turkish 
masters. If that is not the case, I should 
be surprised to learn if, on a vote, the 
islanders would be prepared to express 
any desire to revert to their old régime. 
It so happens that there is a considerable 
number of Armenians who are seeking 
entry to the island of Cyprus, and to 
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establish themselves there; and if we 
come to terms with regard to certain dif 
culties connected with their immigration 
no doubt land willbe found for them, and 
I hope they will make a satisfactory and 
industrious portion of the population. In 
the first place, let me say what has been 
done in the last few years on ihe part of 
this country inorder to improve the con- 
dition of the island. Last year the Commit- 
tee made a very liberal Vote—much larger 
than ever before—in order to carry out 
what I consider to be essential in the 
shape of public works in the island. It was 
necessary to put the roads in order, and 
to rebuild the bridges, which had been 
destroyed by the torrents, and whose 
absence had made it impossible for the 
market produce to find a proper market. 
These works have been carried out with 
very great success and to the satisfaction 
of the islanders, who have evinced their 
gratitude in many different ways. We 
are making progress with what I believe 
to be one of the most important improve- 
ments. Irmgation works have been 
begun. The House authorised a loan in 
the first instance of £60,000, with the 
full intention on my part to propose & 
larger loan, if the first experiment turned 
out to be a great success. I believe that 
by the irrigation now proceeding we shall 
bring into cultivation a large amount of 
fertile territory, thereby increasing the 
production of the island, and finding 
opportunities for placing on the land @ 
great number of the population. <A 
director of agricultural education has 
been appointed, who is teaching the 
islanders all that is necessary with regard 
to the grafting and cultivation of their 
trees, and special attention is being given 
to the silk industry, to the cultivation 
and preparation of cocoons, to which sub- 
ject, no doubt, great importance is 
properly attached. It was found 
that inferior eggs of silkworms were 
being imported into the island, and 
measures were taken to stop their impor- 
tation with such success that the silk 
industry of the island has trebled within 
the last few vears. The mail service to 
Egypt has been continued with great 


advantage, and it is found that the ex- 
ports have very largely increased in con- 
sequence of railway communication. 
Certain reforms in taxation have beer 
made ; and though I cannot say that we 
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have been able largely to reduce taxation, 
some of the small taxes which caused 
irritation and embarrassment to trade, 
altogether beyond the value of the 
amount which they produced, have been 
entirely abolished. An engineer has 
deen sent in order to make a proper sur- 
vey of the railway to go to Nicosia, 
Famagusta, and Larnaka; but as to the 
exact route to be taken I must wait for 
further information. The whole progress 
of the scheme will depend to some extent 
on the growing prosperity of the island. 
At the same time, although there is no 
intention to make a great naval and mili- 
‘tary harbour at Famagusta, the subject 
is being attended to, and the harbour 
will be rendered more useful for commer- 
«ial purposes. As regards leprosy, the 
segrezation of cases which has been 
warried out has proved beneficial, and the 
vlisease, which was a common feature in 
‘the island, has now become rarer. 
{ understand that the investigations made 
“op the spot by the doctor were only tem- 
‘porarily interrupted, and I hope he will 


‘te able to resume them before long; but | 


the question of funds is a question that 


4t found that the business was not suffi- 
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should always be paid when we test the 
prosperity of a dependency. I find that 
in less than 10 years the population of 
this island, which, we are told, is now 
in a worse condition than when under the 
barbaric rule of Turkey 





AN HONOURABLE MemBeEr: I never said 
so. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 


tHE COLONIES: That the _ popu- 
lation has increased from 186,000 to 
209,000. It shows that the condition of 


the island is not as bad as it represented. 


Mr. DILLON: What they are repre- 
senting is that we are paying more taxa- 
tion. 


Tue SECRETARY 
tHE COLONIES: I say that is 
also a mistake. Taxes upon wine and 
cultivation, which interfered with trade, 
have been removed or altered, and I be 
lieve very greatly to the advantage of the 
island. Now, Sir, I take another case. 
It is said that this island is heavily taxed. 


or STATE For 


|The population of the island must now 
‘does not cause the interruption. Then, | be 230,000 people, and the average taxa- 
Sir, it is true that certain branch banks|tion of the island during the last 10 
of the Ottoman Bank were closed because | years has been £176,000—less than 13s. 


| 


or 14s. per head. Compare that, for 


ciently remunerative, and it was rumoured | €X2mple, with the taxation of the West 


‘that the bank would be withdrawn alto- 
gether. All I can say is that we are pre- 
pared for such an eventuality, and in case 
the bank should leave the island the 
Government will take measures in order 
to secure the necessary facilities. In 
these circumstances which I have de- 
scribed I cannot see any necessity for a 
special Committee. We are doing all 
that we are called upon to do at present. 
In asking this House to be liberal to the 
island, I undertake a considerable per- 
sonal responsibility, and I should not ask 
Yor the money unless I thought the in- 
-vestment would make a good return. I 
do think it right to proceed prudently 
‘and cautiously, and not to make increas- 





ing demands upon the Exchequer, with- | 


‘out giving some proof that my expecta- 


tions are likely to be fulfilled. 1 say, 


then, I think it can be shown that in 
recent years the condition of the island 
kas improved, regard being had to cer- 
tain general features, to which attention 
Secretary of State for the Colonies. 





Indian Islands, where the taxation is 
sometimes nearly £2 per head of the 
population ; or compare it with the taxa- 
tion in England, Scotland, or Ireland. I 
think it will be seen that the taxation 
of Cyprus is not excessive, although, no 
deubt, the island is not a very wealthy 
one, and although taxation always bears 
hardly upon the poor people, at all 
events, the taxation is measured by the 
increase in population, which I have given. 
Now, exports have increased to an extra 
ordinary degree. It is true they have 
not increased so much in amount, but 
if I look at the point it shows that in 
the production of the island a very large 
increase has taken place since the 
British occupation, and therefore on 


| 2 review of the whole circumstances I say 


that although for the first 15 years of 
our occupation we did not do quite as 
much as we might have done for the 
benefit of the island, yet, in spite cf 
that, the mere presence of British ad- 
ministration instead of Turkish adminis- 
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tration gave an additional confidences, 
and the expenditure of money for the 
benefit of the island has produced very 
satisfactory results. One other point 
as to the question of tribute. I think 
the statement in the Z'imes is, to say 
the least of it, premature. Any ar- 
rangement that may be made will come 
before this House for discussion and 
approval, and as it is quite impossible 
that anything of the sort can be brought 
ferward this Session, I think it ought 
to be left over until next Session before 
going into the details of the question. 
But I protest once more against the 
statement that this country gains any- 
thing out of the tribute. That is an 
absolute mistake. The tribute is treated 
as security in connection with 
Guaranteed Turkish Loan of 1855. Jt 
was convenient that we should take 
our security in possessions of which 
we are the administrators. That ar- 
rargement made the matter more cer- 
tain, but it did not alter our position 
as regards Turkey. The island was 
paying at the time an average sum of 
£80,000 a year. The amount of the 
present tribute was fixed by the British 
official sent over by the Treasury, in 
agreement with the Turkish Government. 
If we had never been in the island the 
inhabitants would still have had to pay 
Turkey £80,000 a vear 


the 





AN HONOURABLE MemBeR: £90,000. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
COLONIES : Or, as an_ honour- 
able Member says, £90,000. In 
any case, the only difference under the 
existing arrangement is this, that where 
before the annexation the inhabitants 
had to pay the whole of that £80,000 
or £90,000 a year, they now have 
in aid of that payment the annual sub- 
sidy which has been granted by the 


British Government, which varies 
year by year according to the 
needs of the island, and which has 


mounted up to a total of £500,000. 
Under these circumstances, I think the 
islanders would be very ungrateful if they 
did not recognise the sacrifices made on 
their behalf by the Government. 


Mr. DILLON: It was admitted by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in a pre- 
vious Debate that it had been proved by 
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Lord Salisbury that, instead of this. 
country losing £30,000 a year, the 
British Exchequer was gaining £10,000 
a year through the acquisition of Cyprus. 
The right honourable Gentleman says- 
now that, on the contrary, the British 
taxpayer has lost half a million. There- 
is here a direct conflict of testimony. 
But nothing can be clearer than that 
Lord Salisbury contended that this: 
country was to the good to the extent of 
£10,000 a year, and he undertook to: 
prove that. I do not profess to have 
knowledge enough of the subject myself 
to know whether the statement of the-’ 
isianders is correct or not; all I say is. 
that it is stated that the circumstances 
under which the original convention was: 
signed were opened by the British. 
official, and that the tribute had to be 
paid in base currency. That is a plaim 
statement. I do not know whether it is 
true or not, I only say that was the 
statement that was made. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE: 
COLONIES : I have told the honourable 
Member that it was incorrect. 


Mr. DILLON: I accept the correction: 


with reserve. 


Sm J. FERGUSSON : I 
that there was a 

asked in the House five years ago on this 
subject, and the right honourable Gentle-. 
man the Member for Monmouthshire 
stated that the guarantee loan was 
£80,000—that is to say, that that sum» 
taken from the uniform sum was over 
and above the interest on the debt. But 
as regards what the honourable Member: 
for East Mayo has said just now, the 
matter does not admit of argument, 
because at the same time the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Monmouthshire stated that the present 
Sinking Fund was £88,800. 


remem- 


ber question 


Question put. 


Grant agreed to. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £30,726, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1849, for 
the salaries and expenses of the Board of Agri- 
culture, and to pay certain grants in aid.”’ 


*Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, 8.): I 
desire to move a reduction of this Vote 
for the salary of the President of the 
Board of Agriculture by £100, in order 
to give the right honourable Gentleman 
an opportunity of making a full, if not 
a more satisfactory, explanation than he 
did on Friday last. As the right 
honourable Gentleman is aware, the 
action of his Board has caused the 
greatest dissatisfaction in Somerset, a part 
of which I have the honour to represent. 
In fact, so strong is the feeling among the 
agricultural classes in Somerset, that the 
executive committee of the county 
council have taken up the matter. They 
brought it fully before the right honour- 
able Gentleman, and he was asked to 
accede to the very reasonable request of 
the committee for a modification of the 
Swine Fever Order of this year. Now, 
the right honourab!e Gentleman may say 
that the reason why he cannot alter the 
restrictions he has made in connection 
with the movement of swine in Somerset 
is that the outbreaks of fever have con- 
siderably increased. Taking the year 
beginning 1895, there were 641 out- 
breaks, but there were only 207 in 1896, 
and the number fell to 72 in 1897. That 
would show that there was no reason for 
putting a stronger order in force in direct 
opposition to the local authorities. I am 
glad to notice that in the correspondence 
which has taken place between the 
county council and the Board of 
Agriculture the Board acknowledge the 
very valuable co-operation of the council 
in carrying out the regulations, and 
I know from personal knowledge that 
this has only been done at great trouble 
and self-sacrifice on the part of the 
ammembers of the committee; and I cannot 
help thinking that if the right honour- 
able Gentleman is not inclined to 
alleviate the grievance under which the 
agriculturists are suffering at the present 
moment he will not have in future all 
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that hearty co-operation from Somerset 


which he says is so valuable. As 
practical men, the members of the 
executive committee know something 


about this matter, and I venture to say 
that they are as capable of appre- 
ciating whether these new regulations are 
or are not desirable as are the Board of 
Agriculture. I venture to appeal to the 
right honourable Gentleman as a prac- 
tical man himself, and one who 
thoroughly understands the interests of 
agriculturists, to consider this matter. 
As an agriculturist myself, I feel that in 
anything affecting the interests of 
farmers we have a very good friend in 
the right honourable Gentleman, and [ 
can assure him that in bringing forward 
this question I have no desire to attack 
him, because that is the last thing in the 
world I would wish to do. There is 
also another matter for complaint. If it 
were necessary to have this new Order, 
surely a very unfortunate time was chosen 
to put it into operation. It came into 
operation on May 27th, and, as the right 
honourable Gentleman is no doubt aware, 
there is in Somerset during the summer 
a great movement of fat swine fit for 
slaughter, and store swine are bought up 
by the large farmers all over the county 
from labourers and small farmers. The 
new Order was put into operation at a 
time when it caused the greatest incon- 
venience and the greatest loss to the 
farmers of Somerset, who, as the right 
honourable Gentleman is aware, are to 
a great extent dairy farmers. Then 
again, the County Council of Somerset 
asked the right honourable Gentleman 
whether, if he could not entirely abro- 
gate the Order for 1898, he could not 
go back to the Order of 1894 as regards 
the movement of swine fit for slaughter. 
They pointed out that the movement of 
swine fit for slaughter was attended with 
very little real risk, and under the Order 
of 1894 it was done effectively. I am 
quite aware that the argument has been 
used, though I think it cannot apply to 
Somerset, that the marks which were put 
on swine showing that they were going 
to be slaughtered were afterwards rubbed 
off, and that the swine were returned ta 
the farm or sent to another farm. If 
that be the case, I venture to suggest 
that some other means of marking swine 
sent away to be slaughtered should be 
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adopted. I can assure the right honour- 
able Gentleman that there is a very 
strong feeling on this point. If he can- 
not entirely abrogate the Order, he might 
abrogate it as regards the movement of 
fat swine. Under the existing Order, 
if store pigs are brought in, the swine 
fit for slaughter cannot be sent to market 
for a fortnight after, and the consequence 
is that a farmer, who has to watch his 
pigs from day to day, and see that they do 
not increase beyond a certain weight, is 
compelled to keep them longer than he 
should, and it entails a heavy loss. It is 
also a hardship to the labourer or the 
small farmer with, perhaps, only one 
sow, because he is prevented from send- 
ing that sow to the boar kept by his 
richer neighbour. It is a very real in- 
convenience, not only to the large 
farmers, but also to the small farmers 
and agricuitural labourers. I suppose the 
right honourable Gentleman will say that 
he is getting swine fever under. But 
exactly the same statement was made by 
his predecessors. The right honourable 
Gentleman himseif says that the Board 
are grappling with it, and that they hope 
the next Order will do everything neces- 
sary. It is taking a very long time, and 
the position is very unsatisfactory. You 
are simply putting one Order on another, 
and issuing regulations which are 
becoming more intolerable every day. 
Farmers at first readily consented to 
accept these severe regulations for a few 
weeks or months, or perhaps a year, 
thinking swine fever would be stamped 
out, but that has not been the case. I 
would ask if tha right honourable Gentle- 
man whether, instead of the attention of 
the Board being turned to more restric- 
tive regulations, some other means 
shou!d not be tried of dealing with this 
matter. Surely there is some other 
means of dealing with this disease. Cer- 
tainly the position is not satisfactory 
at present. Very little good has 
come out of these regulations, and if, 
instead of harassing farmers all over the 
country, the Department of the right 
honourable Gentleman would turn their 
attention to other remedies more good 
might be done. I beg to move, Sir. 


Motion made, and Question put— 
“That Item A be reduced by £100. in 


respect of the salary of the President of the 
Board of Agriculture.” 
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Ma. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield) : 


This is a very serious matter. Both my 
honourable Friend the Member for 
Somersetshire and myself took a very 
strong view on this subject some few 
years before this Government came into 
office, and it is one that causes a great 
deal of trouble to dairy farmers. In the 
present state of agriculture in this coun- 
try, the dairy farmer, who represents 
almost the whole of the agricultural in- 
terest of the country, depends to a very 
large extent for his profit on the fatten- 
ing of pigs. The recent Order which has 
been brought in has put an extra restric- 
tion on him. It restricts him in the mode 
of buying store pigs and in selling fat 
pigs. It was suggested some years ago 
that the destruction of pigs suffering 
from swine fever ought to be made more 
agreeable to the owners by some com- 
pensation being made to them for the 
loss. What we complain of is tne tire 
some restriction put upon this descrip- 
tion of farming without any real im- 
provement being obtained. In the Assis- 
tant Secretary’s Report it is stated that 
there have recently been fewer cases of 
rabies. Now, I believe, that there are 
more cases than there were before. 
Swine fever is increasing, and has been 
increasing, in spite of the restrictions. 
Kut there is another point which comes 
under the same Department, and which I 
think is equally important, and that is 
the publication by the same Department 
of the dog-muzzling Orders. A curious 
instance of the effect of the Department’s 
policy came before me the other day. It 
is rather an important case, because under 
the old scheme the local authorities car- 
ried on this work, and the method being 
unpopular, the new system of enforcing 
muzzling was broughtin. It is a curious 
circumstance that both the councils in 
the district to which I am referring are 
against the enforcement of the Order, 
and yet it is enforced in the district. 
The district is in my own constituency— 
the Lichfield petty sessional district— 
and there has been no case of rabies, ex- 
cept in Birmingham, which is 12 miles 
from the nearest point of the district, 
and 24+ miles from the farthest. Accord- 
ing to the words of the Assistant Secre 
tary, these districts are arranged on the 
princinle of “the rabid dog on the 
march.” I do not know whether or not 
that means that there are certain dis- 
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tricts which the dog would run to if it 
had not been killed or stopped; but 1 
understand that there is another system 
of taking these districts, and that is what 
may be called the thickly-populated dog 
areas. I believe my right honourable 
Friend the President of the Board of 
Agriculture considers that this is the 
right way to deal with these districts, 
but, at the same time, it does seem to 
me rather hard that because a dog from 
even a thickly-populated area should go 
12 miles away, that the people not only 
living in that district, but even 24 miles 
off should have to have their dogs 
muzzled, and especially in view of the 
fact that muzzling has not yet been 
proved to extirpate rabies, I know that 
there are very strong arguments in 
favour of muzzling, and they are put for- 
ward in the Report of the Assistant 
Secretary of the Animals Department. 
But this partial muzzling of dogs does 
not seem to have been a success in this 
country, and if one looks at the maps, 
and sees the places where rabies has 
broken out, it is quite evident that the 
system is altogether unsuccessful. I 
hope my honourable Friend will press 
this matter upon the Government. I 
think there should be some mitigation 
of the Muzzling Order throughout the 
country, and a more understandable 
system introduced than that in existence. 


Cotone, LOCKWOOD (Essex, W.): I 
do not propose to support the Motion 
for the reduction of the right honourable 
Gentleman's salary, although I have been 
a very considerable sufferer myself from 
the effects of the Muzzling Order. On 
the whole, I think the Muzzling Orders 
have had a good effect, but I should like 
an assurance from the right honourable 
Gentleman that the inoculatory experi- 
ments tried on living animals are con- 
ducted with every possible precaution, in 
order to ensure that there is no unneces- 
sary suffering. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.): 
I cannot quite agree with the action my 
honourable friend the Member for Somer- 
setshire has taken with regard to the 
swine fever policy. It may be that 
serious inconveniences have arisen in 
some districts, but so far as I have fol- 
lowed its course, I should be inclined to 
give the general policy of the Board of 


Mr. Warner. 
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Agriculture my support. Obviously, my 
honourable Friend should for one of two 
things. If the present policy is to be 
carried out he cannot complain of the 
strengthening of the regulations against 
the movement of swine just at the time 
that the outbreaks are increasing. If, 
on the other hand, he can adduce suff- 
cient evidence to show that this policy 
does not get rid of swine fever, then 
there may be some reason to justify him 
in asking the right honourable Gentle 
man for a Departmental inquiry into the 
success of his policy. But, so far as I 
have been able to watch the course of 
the right honourable Gentleman’s policy, 
I think the opposite has been the case, 
and I shall certainly be inclined to sup. 
port him. 


Tue PRESIDENT or toe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): The policy with re- 
gard to swine fever was deliberately 
adopted at the unanimous request of the 
House of Commons. I have never re 
garded the condition of things as to that 
disease as satisfactory, nor has there 
been any substantial improvement, but 
nevertheless, the number of cases has de- 
creased, leading us to hope that in time 
we shall be able to combat the disease. F 
regret that the policy has entailed suf- 
fering on the Somersetshire farmers, but 
it is necessary, in the interest of the 
whole country. I believe there is a 
cure, and that it is to prevent movement, 
s0 as to avoid infection through contact. 
We are doing our best, but we cannot 
stamp out a disease of this kind without 
interfering with the material interests 
of many of the breeders concerned. 
The honourable Member for Lichfield 
asked me a question about the number of 
dogs, and appeared to be unconvinced by 
the figures I had the honour to announce 
to the House the other day as to the 
efficacy of the policy we are carrying out. 
He seemed also to question what our 
officials have said as to the march of the 
mad dog, but if the honourable Gentle- 
man would give one-quarter of the 
amount of study to tnat subject which 
the advisers of the Board of Agriculture 
have given to it, he would very soon 
learn that there was nothing to laugh at 
in the march of the mad doe. It is very 
disagreeable, no doubt, but it is what 
the mad dog does, and it is the case that,. 
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from close observation and examination 
of this insidious and most hateful dis- 
ease, we learn that there is such a thing 
as the march of the mad dog, and it is 
for the reason that it tends. in a particu- 
lar direction, almost invariably, that we 
draw our orders in a manner which some- 
times seems difficult! for outsiders to 
understand. We are justified by the 
result, and by the result I am content 
to stand. My honourable and gallant 
Friend the Member for Essex was good 
enough to express his thanks for what 
we have done, but the honourable Gentle- 
man opposite seemed to think that there 
were some orders issued by officials of 
the Board of Agriculture, for which I 
am not responsible. I beg to assure him 
that he is entirely mistaken. I do not 
think that any detail of this policy has 
been adopted without my knowledge. It 
is possible that occasionally some small 
details may escape the notice of the head 
of the Department, but whether they are 
a failure or a success, the one responsible 
person is myself, and if the honourable 
Gentleman objects, he must attack me 
and not those of my subordinates who 
are unable here to defend themselves. 
With regard to what has been said on 
vivisection by my honourable and gallant 
Friend, I can give him and the Com- 
mittee a satisfactory assurance. All the 
experiments were simply inoculation 
experiments, in which every possible pre- 
caution was taken. Let me assure my 
honourable and gallant Friend that we 
have made, and are making, no experi- 
ments whatever on dogs. The only experi- 
ments conducted under our supervision 
have been experiments necessary in order 
to ascertain whether a dog had died from 
rabies or not. Those experiments were 
made upon rabbits, and I have every 
reason to believe were of a painless cha- 
racter, while they were necessary in 
order that a vast amount of suffering 
might be saved on the part of a large 
number of human beings. The mental 
torture through which human beings go 
on suspicion of being bitten by a mad 
dog is so great, that I am satisfied that 
it is necessary and justifiable that we 
should ascertain as rapidly as possible 
what it is that a dog under these circum- 
stances has died from, so that, if pos- 
sible, we may relieve persons from the 
agony which they would otherwise suffer. 
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The only other experiment we have been 
carrying on has been with regard to the 
use of mallein, which appeared to be a 
curative for glanders. In both these 
cases the experiments are conducted 
under the closest supervision, and every 
precaution is taken. I believe it is im- 
possible that anything could be better 
done than this work, and if the experi- 
ments are sanctioned by the law, as, of 
course, they are, for they are at present 
conducted under a certificate issued by 
the Home Office, and of every experiment. 
the officer responsible has to make a 
full report, it seems to me that every 
precaution is made which it would be 
possible to have taken to prevent any 
abuse of these powers. Of course, some 
special inconvenience may be caused by 
these orders amongst a dense population, 
but we endeavour to cause as little incon- 
venience as possible. We are satisfied 
that if this disease is to be 


eradicated, it can only be done by 
imposing a certain amount of inconve- 


nience upon the people of this country, 
and I hope sincerely that we may appeal 
to them to put up with it, in order that 
at no distant date we may be able to 
congratulate them on the final result 
when this disease has been eradicated. 


Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield): I 
did not, in the remarks I made, in the 
least desire to blame any particular per- 
son, but I thought the Orders might be 
carried out in accordance with the office 
idea, though I have no doubt that the 
officials and the right honourable Gentle 
man himself are doing what they think 
is the best that can possibly be done. 
But the speech of the right honourable 
Gentleman has proved that it is under 
a very intricate system that these 
Muzzling Orders are carried out, and he 
himself admits that it is very difficult for 
anybody who is not in the Department, 
and who has not closely studied the 
matter, to know on what principle they 
are acting. He hassaidthat in thickly- 
populated districts the march of the dog 
is not a thing to laugh at. I did not 
laugh at it, but what I laughed at was 
that there were so many ideas given us 
as to the way of defining districts, 1 
do not wish to say that the work is not 
done properly, but in the view of ordi- 
nary persons it is not done to the satis- 
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faction of the people and of dog-owners. 
What I wanted to get from the right 
honourable Gentleman was an assurance 
that there should be some definition of 
the rules, so that. the grievances of those 
who now complain should be removed. 
There are serious complaints of the 
unequal operation of the Orders in many 
cases, and I think that if some idea were 
given to the people as to the principle 
on which the rules are laid down, it would 
diminish dissatisfaction. The people are 
dissatisfied because they think that these 
rules have been carried out in a way to 
give the maximum of dissatisfaction, and 
although they have resulted in some 
good they have not produced as much 
good as they might have done. 


Mr. LEWIS’ (Flint Boroughs): 
There are two policies which may be 
carried out with regard to swine fever— 
the one the policy of the open door, and 
the other that of the sphere of influence. 
It appears to me that the one policy has 
been as ineffective as the other. The 
right honourable Gentleman, who is cer- 
tainly as capable as any Minister in this 
House of defending the action of his own 
Department, has not given us a very 
rosy picture of the results arrived at by 
the method of administration, which, as 
he quite correctly says, was not forced 
upon the Board of Agriculture, but was 
adopted by the Board of Agriculture 
with the consent of the whole House. 
But the difficulty with regard to the 
whole question is that it is so easy to 
evade these regulations, and that eva- 
sions do so constantly take place. Asa 
matter of fact, when a man is obliged 
te sell a pig or two in order to pay his 
rent, or to pay his tradesmen’s bills, as 
the case may be, he must find some way 
of Gisposing of his live stock, and the 
consequence is that he goes as near the 
fair as he can drive his animals, and 
keeps them just outside the boundary of 
the town. The dealers find him in the 
lanes, they buy his pigs at a very low 
price, and he goes home. with very much 
less money in his pocket than he other- 
wise would have taken with him. Un- 
questionably, it is a very great hardship 
that this misfortune should fall with its 
heaviest weight upon the small people, 
and the question this House ought to 
consider in regard to swine fever—I do 
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not raise the question with regard to 
dogs—is whether, as a matter of fact, it 
would not be just as well for us_to throw 
into the Thames all the money we have 
spent in the attempted extirpation of 
this disease. I am bound to say that, 
from the tone of the right honourable 
Gentleman, I do not gather that these 
Measures have been the success that was 
anticipated from them, or, indeed, I 
would even venture to say they have not 
been the success which we could expect, 
having regard to the expenditure of the 
country upon them, We are in a very 
unsatisfactory position with regard to 
the whole matter. The question is, 
whether we should go on or go back; 
whether we should stick to the sphere of 
influence, or stick to the open door, So 
far as I can see at present, the policy of 
the open door is the only one’ which the 
House can take into consideration. 


*Mr. STRACHEY: I wish to ask 
the right honourable Gentleman if 
he would say if there was an in- 
crease or a decrease of swine fever in 
Somerset in 1895 and 1897, as compared 
with 1894, before his new regulations 
came into force! I would like to remind 
the right honourable Gentleman that, in 
face of the new Order, which came into 
force on the 27th of May this year, in six 
weeks there have been 20 outbreaks of 
swine fever in Somerset, showing that the 
new Order has done nothing to decrease 
them in that county. 


THe PRESIDENT oF tHe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE: I cannot tell the 
honourable Gentleman what the particu- 
lars may be with regard to Somerset, but 
the figures for the whole country show 
that there have been 1,702 outbreaks in 
31 weeks this year, as compared with 
3,670 in the same period of the year 
before. 


*Mr. STRACHEY: My question was as 
to what occurred before the new Order 
came into force, and whether it had done 
anything to decrease the outbreaks. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: The Order did not 
come into force until recently. We know 
that, unfortunately, the disease is there, 
and we have tried to limit the danger of 
infection. 








fe nbs me. oh wie oss 


ot pes te 





Oo 


v g4es 


- 


_~ 





533 Supply. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Mol- 
ton): Will the right honourable Gentle- 
man state how much it has cost to carry 
out the swine fever regulation? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE: I am sorry to say that 
I cannot state how much has been ex- 
pended from the Imperial Exchequer, or 
how much from the local taxation 
account, but I may inform the 
honourable Gentleman that the _ cost 
has been about £50,000 a year. 


Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): There 
are restrictions which press very hard 
upon the poor farmers. I think 
the right honourable Gentleman pro- 
mised to make inquiries, and that what- 
ever restrictions were enforced he woul. 
interpose as far as he possibly could to 
remove them. As to the importation of 
swine fever in England, I may say that 
practically Ireland is free from it. Under 
these circumstances I ask the right 
honourable Gentleman whether he took 
any steps with reference to removing 
these restrictions? 


THe PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I think the honourable 
Gentleman refers to regulations made 
by the counties for their own pro- 
tection. With that power we have no 
right to interfere. I have never suggested 
that I would ask these counties to take 
off these restrictions. I never interfere 
with the county councils in the exercise 
of their own discretion. 


Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow): I 
am sorry to intervene in the Debate. I 
have a question down to-morrow on the 
subject. I know there is a very strong 
feeling against the Muzzling Order alto- 
gether. I share very largely iu that feel- 
ing, and I think the right honourable 
Gentleman ought to explain to the House 
the rules by which there is this line of 
demarcation between the places where 
the Muzzling Order is enforced and where 
it is not enforced. I think we would be 
justified in dividing the House upon this 
Motion as a protest. I should be sorry to 
talk about expediency. The whole thing 
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is made a farce. Take the county of 
Essex. The Muzzling Order is enforced 
in a great portion of that county, but if 
you go to Southend the Muzzling Order 
is not enforced. It is quite a common 
thing for gentlemen to go down from 
London with dogs, and when they get to 
Southend they pull their muzzles off and 
let the dogs go free. It is very easy for 
a dog with rabies to go from one district 
into another. If muzzling is at all neces- 
sary it ought to be applied to the whole 
country. We know that dogs afflicted 
with the disease travel very far, and 
therefore there ought either to be a 
general application or it ought to be re- 
pealed altogether. I entertain strong 
feelings in the matter, and whea 
we find as many dogs going about un- 
muzzled as the others it is clear that 
there ought to be a general solution of 
the whole difficulty. If the Member for 
Somerset divides the House I shall cer- 
tainly vote with him. I hope the right 
honourable Gentleman will give us some 
information as to how the authorities act 
with regard to putting the Muzzling Order 
into force. Knowing the strong feeling in 
the country, I think there is no alterna- 
tive but to divide the House—that is, 
unless we get a satisfactory answer. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I suppose the honour. 
able Gentleman was not in the House 
when I explained the principle with 
regard to muzzling. 


Mr. WOODS: I was in the House 
when the right honourable Gentleman 
replied, and I think the answer the right 
honourable Gentleman gave was far from 
satisfactory. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tnz BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: That, I think, is very 
likely. I am afraid it is the only expla- 
nation I have to give. I respectfully 
suggest that he should divide the House 
as the simplest way of settling the que:- 
tion. 

The House divided:—Ayes 45; Noes 
130—(Division List No. 287.) 
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*Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.) : 
I wish to say a few words before the Vote 
is passed, on the subject of the chief 
recommendation of the Tuberculosis Com- 
mission, which affects the Board of Agri- 
culture. And in doing so, I wish to draw 
the attention of the Committee to the 
fact that the Board of Agriculture is ask- 
ing this year for £3,000 less for dealing 
with diseases of animals and grants in 
aid—that is to say, the Board of Agricul- 
‘ure is spending this year £3,000 less in 
reducing the diseases of animals by 
administrative and other action. The 
recommendaton of the Tubercolosis 
Commission is the initiation in this coun- 
try of the policy which has proved so 
successful in other countries in reducing 
this terrible scourge of agriculturists. 
When the Committee realises that the 
estimate made by the Commission of the 
probable cost of the initiation of this 
policy only amounts to £5,625 per annum, 
I think they will see—and I have some 
ground in the matter of figures for argu- 
ing—that the reduction in the expenditure 
on animal diseases, which we see on the 
Board of Agriculture Vote, is an unrea- 
sonable reduction, and that, on the con- 
trary, we ought to see the Board of Agri- 
culture at the present time welcoming 
the very important Report of this Ccm- 
mission, and endeavouring to develop, 
and as rapidly as possible, the resources 
of science in reducing this great scourge 
in this country. Now, Sir, I must com- 
plain, to some extent, of the pestpone- 
ment of Votes of this kind to the very 
last stages of the Session, when it would 
tax the patience of the House unfairly 
if we were to deal with such questions in 
detail. I think I am entitled to say this 
much, that the country oug’): to realise 
—this Committee ought to realise—what 
is the enormous extent of this disease. 
The figures which are discles:d by this 
Report are of the most startling and 
terrible nature. The Commission’s Re- 
port quotes the figures of a large number 
of cattle slaughtered in Germany, at 
Leipzig, and it is seen from these that 
whereas the percentage cf disease in 
cattle of upwards of one year is over 33 
per cent., that is, more than one in three, 
when you come to dairy cows the pro- 
portion is nearly one in two, affected by 
tuberculosis. This is an eno*mous ques- 
tion, and a question which we ought io 
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deal with as promptiy as possible. My 
friend Mr. Speir, who was a member of 
the Commission, has applied the tuber- 
culin test in some of the dairy counties 
in Scotland, and he found in Wigtown- 
shire that 75 per cent. of the cows were 
affected; in Ayrshire and Lanarkshire 
75, and even 90, per cent. cf the cows 
were affected. In only one case has he 
found a single herd entirely free from 
disease. Now, Mr. Lowther, that brictly 
is one essential fact which we have to 
consider—the enormous prevalence of 
this disease; and, on the other hand, 
we have in this Report the absclute adop- 
tion by the Commission of the principle 
that this tuberculin test, which has now 
been in operation for some years in Den- 
mark and Germany, is practically infal- 
lible in the detection of disease. Now, 
without attempting to trench unfairly on 
the time of the Committee by dealing 
with the question in detail, I say that 
we ought to take these three facts into 
consideration ; first, that the Board of 
Agriculture is actually spending less this 
year on animal diseases than it has spent 
hitherto; secondly, that we have these 
startling figures of the enormous preva- 
lence of disease, especially in dairy cows, 
of which it is most important to secure a 
healthy condition ; and, thirdly, that this 
test is scientifically established to be an 
accurate test for diagnosing the presence 
of disease in these cows. Now, I will 
proceed to one of the central and essen- 
tial recommendations of the Commission, 
to which they attached supreme import- 
ance. They took the trouble to go 
through the districts of Denmark, where 
the policy of what is called the elimina- 
tion of tuberculosis is being successfully 
carried out, and has been for some years, 
and they found the results were emi- 
nently satisfactory. The policy, I may 
just say to the Committee, is by the 
application of the tuberculin test to carry 
out the isolation of those cattle which 
are affected, and the isolation of the 
calves. It is found that when these cows 
are isolated, and the calves fed on boiled 
milk, they turn out perfectly healthy, 


and the result is that the number of - 


diseased cattle is gradually reduced in 
these herds. The honourable Member 
for Midlothian, who I am sorry is not in 
the House, has carried out some notable 
experiments in his own herd in Scotland, 
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which tend also to show the success of 
this Danish policy of gradually weeding 
out the number of diseased cows and 
cattle in a herd or dairy. I think that 
now only one in 300 calves have 
been found by experiment in Den- 
mark to be affected congenitally with 
tuberculosis; and the calves, being 1iso- 
lated and specially fed, grow up to be 
healthy cattle. In the same way, this 
policy of the isolation of the disease 
would enable us in a very few years to 
reduce this tremendous scourge to a 
minimum. Now, the Commission was 
presided over by the honourable Member 
for Wigtownshire, who is a special expert 
on these questions, and I have had many 
conferences with him on this subject, and 
he tells me that he has not the slightest 
doubt of the entire success of this 
Danish policy. The Commissioners in 
their Report say— 


“We consider that by far the most impor- 
tant part of the inquiry committed to us as 
to what administrative procedures are avail- 
able and would be desirable for controlling 
the danger to man through the use as food 
of the meat and milk of tuberculous animals 
lies in the direction of eliminating the 
disease.” 


Now, what is the suggestion of the Com- 
mission? It is that we should start here 
in England, and as quickly as possible, 
a laboratory where tuberculin could Le 
scientifically and carefully prepared, 
and that we should adopt the policy of 
enabling those who wish voluntarily to 


use the test for their cattle to 
do so; that we should not force 
this test at once upon the agricul- 


turists in this country, but that we should 
adopt the policy of offering the test 
gratuitously to those who wish to use 
it for eliminating disease from their 
herds and from their dairies, and that 
the State should pay the cost of the 
veterinary surgeons in carrying out these 
tests. It seems to me that that is a 
reasonable and wise administrative step 
to take. The Estimate by the Commis- 
sion, after the careful inquiry they made, 
results in the calculation that a sum, 
as I have said, of £5,625 would be enough 
to start this policy in this country, and 
start this laboratory, and pay for the 
veterinary aid for one year, and for that 
small sum we should have this policy 
initiated in this way and enable a large 
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number of agriculturists to test their 
herds and begin adopting on their farms 
the sort of policy which the honourable 
Member for Midlothian and _ perhaps 
others are carrying out successfully. I 
would like, before I sit down, to draw 
attention to the fact that already in 
foreign countries many of our prize short- 
horns have actually been excluded because 
the test had not been applied, and 
because cattle were not sold subjeci 
to the. test. There is, therefore, 
a risk to this country of actual 
loss if this policy is not adopted. 
I would point out to the Government 
that if they adopt this policy they would 
be carrying out and helping to extend 
the policy which has already been 
adopted by several of the large dairies 
which supply London with milk. I do 
not think it is right in this, House to 
advertise any of those companies which 
have thus guaranteed their milk, 
but it must be known to other 
honourable Members that large dairies 
are advertising that the tuberculin 
test has been applied to their cows, 
and I myself think that anyone who 
knows anything about the scientific 
aspects of this matter will take very good 
care in the future not to allow his chil- 
dren or his family to consume milk which 
does not come from dairies which apply 
this test. When Denmark is going 
ahead of us right and left in the organi- 
sation of the butter trade, and in such 
matters as this, it does seem to me to bea 
short-sighted policy if we do not frankly 
and fully adopt the results of science 
and apply them boldly to reducing this 
great scourge in this country. I myself 
have attempted, in my own report on the 
Agriculture Commission, to make a calcu- 
lation of the gain it would be to agricul- 
turists in this country if this disease could 
be stamped out successfully, on lines 
adopted in Denmark, and whether it 
amounted to the million a year I put ‘t 
at or not, it would certainly amount 
to an enormous additional sum in 
the pockets of our farmers, as well as 
being a great advantage to the health of 
the community. I would like, in conclu- 
sion, to express an earnest hope that the 
reply of my right honourable Friend, 
who, I am sure, feels very much as I do 
on the scientific aspects of the case, when 
he said that he was not willing to under- 
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take the policy at the present time, 
because the Central Chamber of Agricul- 
ture has not expressed any recommenda- 
tion in favour of this step, was not his 
final reply. I hope he will take a broader 
view of the question. Anyone who reads 
the evidence before the Commission will 
know very well that the British agricul- 
turist—I am not blaming him—has not 
had the opportunity, or the occasion, to 
make a scientific study of this question. 
The practical farmers who came before 
the Commission certainly showed that 
they had very little knowledge, hardly 
any knowledge whatever, of the scientific 
results obtained by this tuberculin test. 
In the broader interests of agriculture, 
and in the general interests of the com- 
munity at large, we ought not to let this 
question rest because certain of the 
farmers have not at the present time 
acquired sufficient information to enable 
them to support this policy. I would ask 
the right honourable Gentleman and the 
Committee to remember that this is not 
a question of compulsory interference 
with the agriculturists of this country. 
It is a question of using, under the 
recommendation of this Commission, a 
small sum, in order to place easily and 
gratuitously at the services of agricul- 
turists the system which is being found to 
work wonders in the gradual, I would 
say almost rapid, diminution of disease 
in Denmark and elsewhere, and which is 
being largely encouraged in many other 
countries. Our own country is lagging 
far behind, but I venture to hope that the 
right honourable Gentleman, in dealing 
with this question, will indicate that the 
very important recommendations of the 
Commission on this point will be carried 
out in the near future. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I should like to 
draw the right honourable Gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that a week or 
two back he promised to send out a 
circular to the chambers of agriculture 
and the agricultural associations on the 
subject raised by my honourable Friend. 
Now, I fear that a great deal of litera- 
ture that goes to those associations re- 
mains either on the table or under the 
table. May I suggest to him, if it 
would be possible, at the same time to 
send copies of this circular to public 
institutions, and especially to our large 
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public schools. Many parents in the 
past year have become exceedingly 
anxious about the health of their chil- 
dren, in reference to their drinking milk 
at these institutions, supplied, probably, 
from diseased cows. There is consider- 
able agitation in some quarters with 
respect to that. If he would send a 
copy of that statement to all of these 
institutions, the masters and preprietors 
of all these schools, I think that would 
exercise great influence with owners of 
herds and induce them to take some 
steps to have the test applied. Again, 
there are others, I know—it has come 
under my notice this last week or two 
—who would be glad to have the assur- 
ance from Government of a test that 
would be infallible to apply to their 
herds. In many country districts it 
is very difficult for agriculturists to 
provide themselves with sufficient scien- 
tific skill to assure them that the test 
would be efficacious. Now, if the sugges- 
tion of my honourable Friend behind 
me were adopted, and the Government 
would introduce that, it would place 
within the reach of those who desire to 
avail themselves of it this security, 
and I think a great deal more would be 
dene. i would especially urge the Govern- 
ment to send out these notices of the 
existence of this disease as widely as 
possible and not confine it to the agri- 
cultural associations only. If that is 
done I think great good will come of 
it. I do not think it is a large request 
to make to the President of the Board 
of Agriculture, and I hope in his reply 
he will do his best to make the case 
known as widely as possible amongst those 
whom it concerns. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tae BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE: Sir, the honourable 
Member is under a misapprehension. 
What I said a few weeks ago 
was that I would see whether it 
would be possible to issue some 
extracts giving the information in this 
Report which relates to the use of tuber- 
culin with the risks arising from tuber- 
culosed cattle. The greater part vf 
this Report does not apply to me or 
my Department. At the same time 
I would point out that these Reports, 
published in very large numbers by the 
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Government Department, are not extra- 
vagant or expensive documents, and I 
am afraid, whether we send them out 
or whether we provide them, they are 
not very much more likely to be read 
in the future than in the past. With 
reference to the question raised by the 
honourable Member for East Northamp- 
ton, I desire to say, on the part of 
the Government, that we attach the 
greatest possible importance to the very 
valuable Report presented by this Com- 
mittee, and we are very much indebted 
to the honourable Member for Wigton- 
shire and his colleagues for the exhaus- 
tive and careful examination they made 
into this very interesting question, and 
also for their Reports. I confess I am 
a little disappointed in regard to that 
portion of their Report which deals 
with the use of tuberculin. What the 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Northampton suggests is that we should 
adopt the recommendation of that Com- 
mission, and should provide tuberculin 
and defray the cost of its application 
to cows by veterinary officers. As a 
matter of fact, it is perfectly true that 
the cost of this would be very small— 
£5,000 would probaby cover it. Sir, 
I am bound to say that as far as I 
have been able to examine this question, 
notwithstanding the fact that in Den- 
mark a similar policy has succeeded, I 
very much question whether it would 
be of the slightest use for us to pro- 
vide tuberculin for the cows of the 
tenant farmer and give 2s. 3d. a cow, if 
it is left in doubt what is to be done 
with his cows when they re-act. I do 
not think that policy would be accepted 
by any large section of the farmers if 
they realise that nobody is going 10 
compensate them if the cows should be 
fcund to answer to the test and were 
condemned. That view, I may say, has 
been forcibly expressed both at the pub- 
lic meetings and meetings of agricul- 
tural bodies who have discussed the pro- 
position. The question really is one 
far beyond the Agricultural Department 
or the agricultural community. It is 
asserted in this Report that there is 
a very large amount of tubercular 
disease amcngst the dairy stock of this 
country, and that the dairy produce con- 
sequently becomes infectious and in a 
state in which it is not desirable that 
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it should be consumed. As to these 
latter points there is still considerable 
doubt. I confess that in the informa- 
tion I have been able to get hold of 
I cannot find that the risk to human life 
is very much, but if there be risk 
to human life it is a questnon that goes 
beyond the Agricultural Department and 
becomes a general and national question, 
and it may become necessary to pay large 
sums of money by way of compensation 
to the owners for the eradication 
of a disease which is a danger to human 
life. The recommendation of this Com- 
mission has only gone part of the way. 
All that they suggest is that we should 
provide the tuberculin and the services 
of a veterinary officer at a charge of half- 
a-crown. The honourable Member for 
Midlothian has done this work for himself 
in a public-spirited manner, and with 
the greatest possible success, and I hope 
he is now able to say he has entirely 
eradicated the disease out of his herd. 
What he has done can be done by others, 
and I hope the matter will become more 
generally known in consequence of this 
Debate and the publication of this 
Report. I am quite willing, Sir, to con- 
sider further the question of circulating 
information on the subject, but I cannot 
say I should feel justified in asking the 
Treasury for thousands a year to spend 
on work of this kind, so long as I have 
not the smallest indication of any desire 
on the part of the agricultural com- 
munity to put in force these powers if 
they had them. But, Sir, this matter 
which the honourable Member for North- 
ampton has raised, is one I have not lost 
sight of. I do not think it is desirable 
I should apply to the Treasury for money 
to provide tuberculin and to pay a 
veterinary surgeon, when we believe that 
unless you are prepared to go further, 
and having found that this disease 
existed, are prepared to provide compen- 
sation. Therefore, as I am at present 


advised, I am not prepared to assent to 
the Report. 


*Mr. CHANNING: Sir, I wish to ex- 
press the profound regret I feel at the 
reply of the right honourable Gentleman. 


He seems to have taken the measure of 
his 


aspirations from the least  well- 
informed and most ignorant classes 


among the British farmers, 
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Tue PRESIDENT or tHz BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: No, no! The British 
farmer is not ignorant. He is quite as 
able to understand what belongs to him 
as the honourable Gentleman is. But 
apart from the ignorance of the British 
farmer, what he says on this occasion is: 
if you are going to depreciate my pro- 
perty, you must compensate me. 

*Mr. CHANNING: The ignorance I 
spoke of was the entire want of informa- 
tion with the majority of farmers as to 
the success of this tuberculin test. I am 
astonished that the right honourable 
Gentleman has not referred to the most 
essential point of the scientific aspect of 
this question—that the tuberculin test 
reveals the very slightest disease present 
in the animal; so that, therefore, the 
agriculturist, by the use of this test, is 
at once placed in possession of most 
important information, and he can dis- 
pose of his cattle—send them to slaugh- 
ter—while the carcase is still of value. 
And the other recommendation of 
the Commission, which I _ cannot 
deal with now, would also extend the 
intelligent methods of other countries to 
the treatment of meat, and instead of 
having destruction of whole carcases, as 
has been, and is at the present time, the 
ignorant and stupid method of manage- 
ment in this matter, we would have an 
intelligent method of dealing with this 
question, and only those portions of the 
carcasses in which the slightest possible 
portion of the disease is detected would 
be condemned, and the rest would remain 
as an asset of the farmer. But, Sir, this 
question of compensation in case of com- 
demnation is a question which, of course, 
will have to appear in any form of legis. 
lation. Legislation I cannot discuss at 
this moment, but I must express my pro- 
found regret that the Board of Agricul- 
ture, when a great scientific discovery is 
placed at the disposal of agriculturists all 
over the country, should, instead of boldly 
initiating this policy at the trifling cost 
suggested by the Commission, fall back 
upon the cry that the farmers of this 
country are not intelligent and enter- 
prising enough to attempt, like the 
honourable Member for Midlothian, to 
rid their herds of these diseased cattle 
which entail such enormous loss. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I do not know 


whether I rightly understood the right 
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honourable Gentleman as saying that he 
would go outside the agricultural associa- 
tions in the circulation of this literature. 
He said that he would circulate it as 
widely as possible, but I do not know 
whether that included the direction in 
what I desired that he should circulate 
it. Now, it is not a question of the cost 
of the literature. The people do not 
know where to get it. That is the diffi- 
culty; it is not the question of cost. 
What I thought was that the health of 
the community, being as important as 
their material welfare, the honourable 
Gentleman might very well arrange to 
put up notices in the usual public places, 
like the Post Office does, or any other 


Department, with regard to matters 
connected with that department. I 
make no demand upon him. It is a 


matter of common interest, and if ke 
would consider this it would be useful. 
May I, Mr. Lowther, add one other word? 
I do not know how the right honourable 
Gentleman proposes to circulate this in- 
formation, but if he would get someone 
used to adapting things to the popular 
understanding I think that would be 
useful. What I mean is this—not to 
send the bare copy of certain paragraphs, 
but to put it in a form the meaning of 
which will be easily acquired by any 
person reading it. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): The Vote for 
this Department is more than double 
what it was seven years ago, and during 
that period the cost of the right honour- 
able Gentleman’s own office has increased 
by £10,000 a year. You began with a 
staff to which you paid £25,000 a year, 
and now it has increased to £35,000 out 
of a sum of £120,000, and I think in 
view of this heavy expenditure this is 
one of the questions upon which the 
right honourable Gentleman might do 
something to show that his Department 
was really worth their money. From his 
reply, I should say that they are evi- 
dently not worth the money. The only 
thing that he has said to-night is that 
the English farmers are so ignorant— 
ignorant in a sense of not understanding 
the danger or of what affects their own 
interest—and because of that ignorance 
the Department will do nothing. Now, 
what are the facts of the case? The 
facts show that you are having a terrible 
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increase of tuberculosis as far as animals 
are concerned. Take the case of Ayr- 
shire—why the whole herd of Ayrshire 
cattle are practically affected. The 
disease is not limited even to the Ayr- 
shires, for the shorthorns are also suffer- 


ing very severely from it. In other 
countries experiments have been made 
upon this question, more particularly in 
Denmark, and the subject has been 
brought under the notice of the Commis- 
sion ; but with all these facts before him 
the Minister of Agriculture says that he 
is going to do nothing whatever with 
regard to it. He tells us that if you do 
anything the farmer will require compen- 
sation. Well, you should give him com- 
pensation if you destroy his herd, but 
nobody proposes to do that. All that is 
proposed is that you can give just as in 
the case of the Local Government Board. 
They give lymph, so you will give tuber- 
culin as a remedy for tuberculosis. By 
the way, the Government are opening a 
laboratory where they will make glyceri- 
nated lymph in one department, and with 
the same materials they can make 
tuberculin. 


AN HONOURABLE MemBer: But suppose 
they got mixed up? 


Dr CLARK: Well, then it would be 
serious if they got mixed. Now, it is well 
known that a large number of cows get 
tyberculosis by being fed by the milk 
from their mothers, by means of which 
the calves begin to develop tuberculosis. 
Take the case of the average English 
farmer; he is beginning to realise that 
his cows are getting more difficult to 
manage, and they are beginning to cease 
to give milk largely. Now, if you can 
tell that farmer: “Here is a simple test. 
You can apply it, and you can tell by 
the temperature whether there is tuber- 
culosis or not,” it will simplify matters. 
If it is a bull, the best way would be to 
get rid of it; if it is a cow, and if the 
farmer breeds from that cow, then he 
will take care, as a result of that experi- 
ment and scientific knowledge, not to 
feed it from its mother’s milk if he is a 
sensible man. But you give the farmer 
no means of doing this and of taking this 
precaution. The Commissioners recom- 
mend that you give them _ those 
facilities for using this tuberculin, 
and that, if necessary, you pay the salary 
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or fee of the veterinary surgeon, to do it 
in a proper fashion. If you do that you 
will be able to tell the farmer the source 
of the disease, and he will be able, for 
his own interest, to guard against it. If 
something is not done, the result will be 
that you will very soon have your short- 
horn herds as bad as your Ayrshire 
herds. Then, again, take your dairy 
supplies, and the conditions under which 
a great many dairies are carried on, espe- 
cially in the neighbourhood of large 
towns. Why, these conditions tend to 
develop tuberculosis. In the dairies near 
large towns they all desire to get a good 
flow of milk, irrespective of the cattle. 
All they try to do is to get a large 
amount of milk. They keep a high 
temperature, and feed the cows with 
brewers’ grain, and the whole tendency 
vi this is to develop a disease; and we 
are getting into a very sad condition of 
things indeed. I am afraid that you 
have just as bad results in shorthorns as 
in Ayrshires. I think something ought 
to be done by the Government in the way 
of endeavouring to carry out the Report 
of the Tuberculosis Commission. By 
about £5,000 spent in this way a saving 
would be effected of about £50,000, or 
perhaps £500,000, because, if we continue 
to go on like this, we shall lose our great 
and valuable herds on account of this 
disease. I do hope the Government will 
reconsider this matter and do something, 
because tuberculin can be easily applied 
to prevent this rapid development of 
tuberculosis, which is now going on. 


*Mr. URE (Linlithgow): There has 
been a very important question raisea by 
the Report, and that is with regard to 
compensation to the owners of cattle 
found to be suffering from tuberculosis. 
Now, the right honourable Gentleman is 
aware that there is a very sharp divi- 
sion of opinion upon that question. I 
think the honourable Gentleman who pre- 
sided over the Commission was in a 
minority, but he held a very strong view 
that owners of cattle affected by tubercu- 
losis ought to be compensated when it 
is discovered that their cattle were suffer- 
ing from this very serious disease, and 
there seems to be no good reason why 
they should not be compensated on prin- 
ciple. As the Government allow com- 
pensation in the case of cattle affected 
with pleuro-pneumonia, and in the cases 














549 Supply. 


of swine fever, I think there seems to 
be an almost stronger case in favour of 
the owner of tuberculous cattle, because 
there is even less chance of the owner 
knowing that the cattle are affected by 
the disease than in the case of the other 
two diseases. The right honourable Gen- 
tleman said that in his view the dangers 
to cattle suffering from tuberculosis had 


been very much exaggerated. Well, 
that may be, and no doubt among 


scientists there is some difference of 
opinion; but I think that the balance 
is in favour of the view that the disease 
is communicated by the milk to the com- 
munity, and that a very serious danger 
arises, especially among children, by 
using the milk from cattle affected in 
that way. I remember, not many years 
ago, that the question was most 
thoroughly investigated before a tribunal 
ip the great city of Glasgow, in connec- 
tion with two heads of cattle, which were 
destroyed because they were found to be 
suffering from tuberculosis. The disease 
was not discernible in any way except by 
microscopical examination, and as the 
result of a week’s trial the tribunal de 
cided that the cattle were rightly 
destroved. Now, the owners of these 
cattle had no means, I believe, of know- 
ing that they were affected with this 
disease, and it was a great hardship to 
them to destroy cattle for which they 
had no doubt paid a full price; and not 
only this, but they were saddled with the 
expense of the inquiry. Now, I do not pro- 
fess to have any special knowledge upon 
this subject, but I am assured by those 
who know that the elimination of the 
disease in Scotland, at all events, is an 
impossibility unless the owners are to be 
compensated; and I should like to ask 
the right honourable Gentleman whether 
tic: Government have ever seriously con- 
sidered this question, and whether, in 
their judgment, a distinction is rightly 
drawn between cattle suffering from 
tuberculosis and pleuro-pnevmonia and 
swine fever, for in the latter case compen- 
sation is given. I should also like to 
know whether the Government do not 
think it advisable, with a view to the 
extermination of the disease, that the 
principle of compensation should be 
recognised, and should be given legis- 
lative effect to, in connection with tuber- 
culosis. 
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*Mr. V. CAVENDISH (Derbyshire, 
W.): I merely rise for the  pur- 
pose of urging my right honour- 
able Friend the President of the 
Board of Agriculture to strongly 


adhere to the statement he has made. I 
have had various opportunities of seeing 
this particular test in operation, and the 
opinion I have formed is that it is not at 
all certain. As an instance, I might say 
I heard of a cow which showed every sign 
of tuberculosis; the test was applied, 
and all the symptoms pointed to the 
fact that the animal had got the disorder. 
It was eventually discovered that 
the indisposition of the cow was caused 
by its having swallowed a lady’s hat-pin. 
I think, before we encourage this test too 
much, we should wait and see the results 
of future tests. There is another reason 
why we should not be too anxious to 
adopt this test too freely. I have seen 
the test applied, and I think if it does 
not re-act, it gets into the system of the 
animal, and may do a great deal of harm. 
I do trust that my right honourable 
Friend will adhere to the position he has 
taken up in the matter, in spite of what 
comes from the opposite side of the 
House, and will wait before he adopts this 
test until we are a little more certain 
of it. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE was understood to say 
with regard to the suggestion of the 
honourable Gentleman opposite, that the 
Government ought to follow the precedent 
adopted with regard to pleuro-pneu- 
monia, and pay compensation for animals 
slaughtered. Hitherto the Government 
had only paid compensation when the 
animals had been seized by the officers 
and had been slaughtered in both cases. 
The whole question would be carefully 
considered together with the points taken 
by honourable Members with regard to the 
future. He, therefore, ventured to hope 
that the Vote would be taken in order 
that the Committee might have an oppor- 
tunity of expressing its views upon other 
matters which had to be discussed. 


Mr. LEWIS: I wish to respect the 
appeal of the right honourable Gentle- 
man, and shall therefore make my re 
marks as brief as possible. But I would 
ask him whether the administration of 
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the Animals Diseases Act has beenyhere had an annual grant to the extent of 
a success. I should like to ask| £2,000,000 in relief of the rates, but if 
the right honourable Gentleman to|some portion of that had been alio- 
very briefly give us his views upon|cated to agricultural instruction, it 
that matter. If the Act were  pro-| would, I think, have been far more bene- 


perly carried out it would be a very 
valuable piece of legislation, but, from 
causes which I need not enter into, the 
Act has not been a success. There is 
just one thing I should like to allude to, 
and that I shall deal with very briefly 
indeed, and that is the question of higher 
agricultural education. The Vote for that 
purpose under this Department is 
extremely small when we compare it with 
the amount that is spent by other coun- 
tries and what they are doing in that 
direction, and it does seem to me that 
British agriculture is unfairly handicapped 
in this respect. I am afraid that the 


complacency with which we assume 
our own superiority in almost every- 
thing does not conduce to _ pro- 


gress in any branch of agriculture or 
commercial manufacture, and if we only 
keep our eyes open and see what other 
countries are doing—I am quite sure the 
right honourable Gentleman has done so 
—we shall find that we are very far be- 
hind in this respect. But I wish to know 
why the right honourable Gentleman does 
not press the Treasury for the means 
to carry out agricultural education in this 
country as it carried out in others. 
Take the case of Finland, which is a very 
poor country. What happened there 
a few years ago! The country was prac- 
tically on the verge of ruin in respect to 
agriculture, when the Finnish Diet took 
the matter in hand and established agri- 
cultural schools all over the country, and 
agricultural institutes which give advice 
to agriculturists upon all kinds of 
subjects connected with agricultural 
life, and do_ inestimable _ service, 
making analyses of soils and manure 
and forth, for a nominal sum; 
and the Government themselves keep 80 
stallions, in order to improve the breed 
of horses. What they have done has 
already led to an immense extension of 
private enterprise in this direction. I 
will not say anything more about Fin- 
land; but in Finland and Denmark and 
Sweden, all those who have paid atten- 
tion to the agricultural statistics of those 
countries know that they outstripped the 
agriculture of this country. 
Mr. Lewis. 
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ficial to the country. Without going any 
further into the matter, I will simply 
ask the right honourable Gentleman 
whether it would not be possible for us 
to do something more for agricultural 
instruction, especially in its higher 
branches ! 


Mr. BRIGG (York, W.R., Keighley) : 
Having had an opportunity of seeing what 
has gone on during last autumn, I might 


say one word upon this subject to 
the right honourable Gentleman. 
I wish to say I am — simply 


ashamed of the Agricultural Department 
and all connected with it. In our own 
Dominion of Canada, we find the exports 
have extended from £2,000,000 to 
£6,000,C00, and that they are continu- 
ally increasing. We are allowing other 
countries to outstrip us and are very far 
behind in this matter of agricultural 
education. It is not only in education 
alone, but they take very good care 
to know what is going on in the markets 
of the world. Now, I understand that 
the right honourable Gentleman is going 
to do away with the intelligence depart 
ment, the most important department 
he could have under his control; that 
is to be done away with in order that 
a paltry £800 is to be saved. Out of 
the large amount of money spent by this 
Department a very small sum is spent 
upon agricultural education, and a con- 
siderable portion of that is given to 
various farms, and we want to know what 
is done for the money which is spent. 
Without going into the matter further, 
I may say, for my own part, I think 
it would be much better to spend more 
on the intelligence department than in 
spending these large sums upon persons 
who have lost their cattle by means of 
this disease. I hope the right honour- 
able Gentleman will give his attention 
to this matter, and so ensure that in 
those things that we can produce in 
this country we shall be able to compete 
with our competitors. Upon what has 
been done in the country I could dilate 
for a considerable time, but I will only 
sincerely urge upon the right honourable 
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Gentleman the necessity of further edn- 
cation. There are several colleges in 
existence, but they all act upon their 
own responsibility, and many of them 
lose upon experiments which we would 
naturally look to the Board of Agricul- 
ture to make, to obtain the information 
that is required. I think one of the 
most important things for the Minister 
of Agriculture to know is what other 
countries are doing and follow them up 
so that we could reap the benefit. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE said he thought both 
honourable Gentlemen had lost sight of 
the fact that the money expended for 
agricultural education by the Board cf 
Agriculture did not constitute the total 
sum expended for that purpose, and it 
was extremely unfair to draw compari~ 
sons between this country and others 
and at the same time ignore the fact 
that large sums of money were put into 
the hands of the county councils to be 
used for this and kindred purposes. The 
Department believed it was far better 
to leave this matter to the local authori- 
ties and the people themselves to apply 
a system of agricultural education. 
Honourable Gentlemen were altogether 
in error in this matter when they said 
nothing was being done. There were 
both stationary schools and wandering 
schools, which went from village to vil- 
lage to teach the villagers, and it was 
quite a mistake to suppose that the 
Board of Agriculture was not ready or 
willing to deal with the question. With 
regard to the particular sum which they 
spent they would certainly spend more if 
it were given to them. They had pro- 


vided a good deal of money in other | 


ways, and if more were given to them 
they would see it was spent advanta- 
geously. 


Mr. LEWIS: May I just explain that 
I specially referred to higher education 
in agriculture?) Ihad quite in my mind 
the work which the ccunty councils have 
in hand, but what I say is that in what 
may be regarded as the higher agricul- 
tural education we are far behind other 
countries. It is true that, quite by 
accident, a considerable sum was placed 
at the disposal of the county councils, 
but I do not know that the county coun- 
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cils have anybody to thank for that. 
But there is one element of un- 
certainty with regard to the county 
councils, because, while some are apply- 
ing the money in this direction and 
working to the best of their ability, other 
county councils that I can name are 
applying it to other purposes altogether, 
and do not apply a single penny in this 
direction. What we ask is, and I am 
not saying for a moment that Wales 
is suffering from an unfair division in 
this matter, that upon general grounds 
more money should be spent upon higher 
agricultural education. I did not in- 
tend in any way to be unfair to the 
right honourable Gentleman. 


Mr. BRIGG: I also disclaim any such 
intention, but, so far as the county 
councils go, I may say I have been ui- 
terested in the agricultural question for 
the last ten years, and we have been 
trying to establish for the last four 
or five years, and we have very great 
| difficulty now in getting farms. I am 
|bound to say we never obtained any 
| assistance from the Agricultural Depart- 
ment. Where the money has come 
\from the county council it has been 
allotted by the county council itself for 
|that purpose. I may also inform the 
'right honourable Gentleman that before 
|this matter was taken in hand it was 
the duty of the county council to make 
|investigations for the agricultural coun- 
|cils in England, and it was done, and, 
| although I have done it myself for some 
| years, I must say I have not yet seen 
|that the benevolent and guiding hand 
|of that Department has been of much 
| assistance. 














| Dr. CLARK: May I say, with regard 
jto the 15th and 16th paragraphs, that 
a great deal of so-called commercial 
tuberculin is not tuberculin at all? Will 
| the Agricultural Department supply it 
themselves, and will they also supply 
the information to the Commission? 


Mr. CALDWELL: I wish to call atten- 
tion to the extravagance which takes 
place at the Board of Agriculture. We 
find in this Department, which is so 
recently established, the expenses have 
grown up enormously, and are far 
ibeyond the scale of allowances 














555 Supply. 


granted to the different Departments. 
We find that they are higher than the 
allowances which are made for similar 
work in other Departments of the State. 
This Department, for instance, has a 
secretary who has a salary of £1,500 a 
vear, and an assistant secretary at £1,000 
a year, and now, under the present Vote 
we are to give another £1,000 a year for 
another assistant secretary. Then we 
find here another item which is peculiar 
to this Department in the shape of a 
legal adviser, at a salary of £800 to 
£1,000, and not only has the Department 
a legal adviser, but it also has an assis- 
tant legal adviser, at a salary of from 
£500 to £600 a year. To me, at all 
events, it does seem strange that the 
Board of Agriculture should employ a 
legal adviser against any occasion 
that may arise, when there are the great 
law officers of the Crown, one of whose 
duties it is to advise the Departments 
when necessity requires. It does seem 
strange that, when we have to pay one 
secretary £1,500, and two assistant secre- 
taries £1,000 each, that they should not 
make themselves familiar with the law 
upon this subject. Another matter to 
which I must refer is that this Depart- 
ment, in the question of salaries, is going 
beyond the scale which is allowed for 
that particular class of work. There is a 
new chief clerk at £700 a year. The 
salary for the position is £400, rising to 
£600 a year, but we find in this Depart- 
ment that the two present clerks are 
actually receiving £100 in excess of the 
scale—they are receiving £700 a year 
each. Now, it is impossible—look at the 
time that this Department has been in 
existence—that the clerk would have 
obtained the maximum salary at the 
present moment, and yet he is receiving 
£700, which is £100 in excess of the 
maximum in the scale allowed for that 
particular class of civil service. And we 
find a corresponding excess in the cases 
of other clerks connected with the Depart- 
ment, one receiving £50, and another 
£40, above the maximum, which they 
could not possibly have reached in their 
term of service. What I object to is the 
fact that they have got a scale fixed by 
the Commissioners, but we find the De- 
partment does not content itself with the 
scale, but in a great many cases gives 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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salaries far in excess of the maximum 
laid down in the scale for the particular 
class of work. Look at the case of the 
veterinary inspector. There, again, you 
find a curious difference in the salaries 
of the veterinary inspectors of London 
and Liverpool, which are £400 to £500 
a year, and the veterinary inspector of 
Glasgow, whose salary is £250. Glasgow 
is quite as important as Liverpool; of 
course I do not compare it with London, 
and it does seem strange to me that the 
veterinary inspector of Liverpool should 
receive £400, rising to £500, a year, and 
that £250 should be sufficient for the 
Glasgow veterinary inspector. Another 
point I wish to draw attention to is the 
doubling of appointments; for instance, 
there is a private secretary to the Presi- 
dent; upon this Vote there is £300 for 
his salary, but we find, upon further 
investigation, that he is also. an inspector 
drawing a large salary in respect of those 
duties. Now, obviously the man cannot 
do the two duties, and the practical 
result is that if the President is getting 
this man’s time as secretary, he is not 
doing his duty as an inspector; and by 
giving him the position of an inspector 
you are giving him an extra £300 a 
year, which he does not earn. It is not 
right or fair, because the man cannot per- 
form both duties. The same remark also 
applies to the private secretary to the 
secretary, whose salary is £100; he also 
occupies another position in the Depart- 
ment at a salary of £350. He cannot 
perform both, and so confines himself 
to his private secretarial duties, and 
receives £450 for doing it, though the 
salary is nominally only £100 a year. 
Then, again, among the superintendent 
inspectors you find one with a salary of 
£600 a year, who also draws his pay as 
an adjutant of volunteers ; obviously that 
gentleman cannot perform both duties. 
Another is a retired naval officer, at £350 
a year. I cannot really myself see any 
connection between a retired naval officer 
performing work in connection with agri- 
culture; but he is promoted to that par- 
ticular post. In the same way we find 
a retired officer of the Royal Engineers, 
whose pension allowance is £450, and 
whose salary from the Department is £350. 
As a protest against these excessive 
salaries, and against the system of dual 
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offices, which exists in this Department, 
I move to reduce the Vote by £500. 
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The Committee divided:—Ayes 43; 
Noes 126.—(Division List No. 288.) 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : I desire to call the attention 
of the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture to Item B—a sum of £7,000 for 
agricultural dairy education. I hope the 
right honourable Gentleman will be able 
to bring pressure to bear in the proper 
quarter to get a larger grant for this im- 
portant object. Agriculture is our 
greatest industry, and I would suggest 
that the sum of £20,000 a year should 
be voted for technical education in that 
direction. It is an industry which is of 
material importance to our national pros- 
perity and our national existence. A 
good deal of excellent work has been 
done by the university colleges of Great 
Britain and Ireland, but what can they 
do, with £7,000 divided between them? 
The sum is insignificant. I understand 
the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture has said that the county councils 
have at their disposal a sum of money 
for this purpose, granted under the Local 
Taxation Bill; but, as far as Wales is 
concerned, that money has been voted 
admost entirely for secondary education, 
and nothing has been given for technical 
education. There is no industry in 
which we are so behindhand as _agri- 
culture, and in some counties the farmers 
are practically using the same methods 
as their forefathers did 200 years ago. In 
these circumstances, it was not surpris- 
ing that a good deal was heard of agri- 
cultural distress. Farmers were them- 
selves to some extent responsible ; but 
so also was the state of technical edu- 
cation in agriculture, which was more 
backward than in any other country in 
the world, except Turkey and Spain. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I admit that £7,000 
a year is a small sum, and if I am fortu- 
nate enough to get more money I shall 
do my best to increase the grant. 


On the Vote to complete the sum of 
£40,787 for the salaries and expenses of 
the Charity Commission. 


*Mr. STRACHEY: Mr. Lowther, 
I am compelled to move the re- 
duction of the salary of the Chief Com- 
missioner by £100, because my honour- 
able Friend who represents the Charity 
Commissioners in this House has no 
salary himself. I am sorry to have to 
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move to reduce the Vote, but the fact 
is, Sir, that the Charity Commission are 
not carrying out the spirit of the charity 
clauses of the Local Government Act of 
1894. I contend that the Commissioners 
have shown a decided tendency to ignore 
and curtail the principle of that Act as it 
affects parochial charities, Parochial 
charities in this country are to a great 
extent under the control of the Commis- 
sioners. The Charity Commissioners 
have certainly not interpreted in a 
liberal spirit the Local Government Act 
of 1894. I am assured that it was the 
intention of my right honourable Friend 
the Member for Wolverhampton to give 
by that Act real representative local con- 
trol. The Charity Commissioners have 
not, as far as might have been possible, 
carried out the provisions as to parochial 
control. They have instead tried, 
where they could, to introduce the er 
officio element by nominating the rector 
an er officio trustee. A charity has come 
under my personal notice in a parish 
where there was only one trustee. The 
mere fact of his ownership of a particular 
house gave him the sole right of 
being trustee of that charity. It is 
true that he had associated with him 
two churchwardens of the parish, and 
the scheme provides that the charity 
shall be distributed by the two church- 
wardens, but at the sole discretion and 
direction of the trustee, who is a layman; 
and this money has to be distributed by 
the scheme for no purpose than what 
is civil. When the owner of that par- 
ticular house, and the sole trustee of that 
charity, requested the Charity Commis- 
sioners to be allowed to hand over the 
charity to the Parish Meeting, believing 
that they were the proper body to ad- 
minister it, what happened was this: 
that while the parish were ready to 
receive, and the sole trustee was willing 
to hand it over, the Commissioners would 
not allow it, because they said that the 
charity was an ecclesiastical one, from 
the fact that churchwardens were the 
channel through which the charity was 
distributed, though applied to secular 
purposes. I think that shows the eccle- 
siastical tendencv of the Charity Com- 
missioners. That is a spirit of activity we 
must endeavour to restrict. I have 
another instance in a parish called Clut- 
ton, in Somerset, where three charities 
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were proposed to be amalgamated. The 
parish council moved in this matter ; 
but, as I am informed, up to the present 
moment the scheme has not been put in 
force. It is nearly three years since the 
Charity Commissioners began to deal 
with the question; but how did 
they deal with it? Well, there again they 
went against the views of the parish 
council, They consulted the wishes of 
the incumbent and one churchwarden 
instead. The parish council proposed 
that these three charities should have 
eight trustees, to be nominated by the 
parish council. The Charity Commis- 
sioners would not hear of it; and their 
proposition was that the parish council 
should only nominate two trustees, with 
the rector as an ex officio trustee. There 
again it became an ecclesiastical ques- 
tion. Two trustees were to be elected on 
*he nomination of the churchwardens and 
one of them was the son of the rector 
of the parish. This is why I say the 
Charity Commissioners have not dealt 
with this matter in a liberal spirit. In 
fact, I maintain that they have done all 
they can to curtail the working of the 
charity clauses of the Local Government 
Act of 1894. I beg to move the reduc- 
tion of the Vote by £100. 


Mr. BRIGG: Before the Vote is taken 
I would like to say a word or two on the 
subject. It is true that the Charity Com- 
missioners are bad enough for anything ; 
Ido not want to defend them. This 
burden has fallen on their shoulders 
through the county council regulations ; 
and, really, it must be admitted that 
they have a large amount of work to do 
—in fact, they are overworked, At the 
same time, if that is the case, I think 
I may suggest a remedy, which I do not 
think need be much considered. That 
is, that a portion of the staff of the 
department of the Endowed Schools 
Commissioners—who are still in exis- 
tence, and receiving something like 
£5,872 per annum—should be called 
into requisition to assist this over- 
worked department. These Endowed 
Commissioners were appointed many 
years ago, in order to re-organise the 
endowed grammar schools of the coun- 
try. Well, this they did efficiently and 
quickly, but the time has come when 
these endowed schools, having been re- 
organised, cannot go on re-organising for 
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ever ; therefore I mention the matter in 
order to ascertain what has been done, 
and what is the effect of the Report of 
the Commissioners, It seems to me, 
judging from the work which was for- 
merly done by the Endowed Schools 
Commissioners, and judging by the work 
as it is now done, that there ought to 
be a considerable reduction in the staff 
of that department, and which, I sug- 
gest, might be very feasible, if a portion 
of them were to be turned over to assist 
the other already much overworked de- 
partment. They have in the past year 
reduced the cost by £770, and having 
five Commissioners instead of six, I ven- 
ture to think that the amount of £5,772, 
which goes in salaries, law charges, and 
other incidental expenses of this depart- 
ment, is more than is warranted by the 
amount of work they do. Therefore. I 
would strongly urge the honourable 
Gentleman to look into the question, and 
devise some means, in the way of re 
ducing the staff of the Endowed Schools 
Commissioners, as a remedy. 


*Toe PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. J. Grant Lawson, 
York, N.R., Thirsk): I may point 
out, in reply to the honourable 
Member for Keighley, that the En. 
dowed Schools Commission was many 
years ago amalgamated with the 
Charity Commission, so that they are now 
working conjointly all over England 
and Wales. The inspection of schools, 
established under these schemes, is to see, 
as is only natural, that the schemes are 
working well and properly. As regards 
the speech of the honourable Member for 
Somerset, who has moved this reduc 
tion, I am rather surprised to hear the 
Charity Commissioners charged with 
being a reactionary body, and in favour 
of very old Tory institutions. The usuai 
charge against the Charity Commis 
sioners in this House is that they are a 
Radical and predatory body, bent upon 
plundering the Church. But the present 
charge is that they do not carry out the 
spirit of the 14th clause of the Parish 
Councils Act. Well, it is not our duty to 
carry out the spirit of any Act, but the 
letter of it, and the judicial interpreta 
tion of the Acts of Parliament. Now, the 
honourable Member for Somerset, in criti 
cising us, should remember that under 
the Parish Councils Act the charities 
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were not handed over to the parish 
councils, and surely the Charity Com- 
missioners have nothing whatever to do 
with the framing of the Act. 


Mr. STRACHEY: I did not say that. 
What I said was that I could not acquit 
my own leaders of that. 


*Mr. J. GRANT LAWSON : I took it to 
apply to the Leaders of this House. The 
honourable Member complained of the 


introduction of the principle of oo 
optation, but this is a very old 
matter on boards of trustees, for 


nearly everybody was co-opted in the 
old days, except the vicar and the church- 
wardens ; but the whole tendency of the 
Commission is now steadily breaking down 
the co-optative principle wherever it can 
get a chance to do it. Now, the honour- 
able Member has cited two cases out of 
all this mass of grievances against tha 
Charity Commission. The first was a 
case in which there was a sole trustea, 
and he wanted to hand over his'trust to the 
parish council, and he was stopped from 
doing so by the Charity Commissioners. 
Well, now, the only sub-section under 


which he could possibly hand over his 
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trust is the first sub-section, but I do 
not quite understand the nature of the 
case—— 


Mr. STRACHEY: It was given before 
the Charity Commissioners. 


*Mr. J. GRANT LAWSON: If the 
honourable Member will put it down 
in the form of a Question, I will 
endeavour to answer it. My honour- 
able Friend appears to be quarrel- 
ling with the law, for section 14 
expressly excludes ecclesiastical charities 
from the purview of that section; we 
have no licence to suspend and disregard 
the law, even though we may have a con- 
scientious objection to it. That is the 
main point which my honourable Friend 
raised, and I do not think there is any- 
thing else to which I need: refer, for in a 
certain sense I have, I think, disposed of 
his objection, and I hope now that he 
will not press his Amendment. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 35; 
Noes 120.—(Division List No. 289.) 
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Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Provand, Andrew Dryburgh | 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


NOES. 


Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R, G. W. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H, A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 





Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Woodhouse. SirJT (Hudd’rsf’ld) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Strachey and Mr. 
Caldwell. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, F, Lucas (Lambeth) 
CurzonRtHn. G.N.(LanesSW) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Herbert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
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Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 

Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, C. J. (Sessex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) 
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Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McKillop, James 

Massey: Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis A. 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E, 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
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Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Ure, Alexander 

Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E, 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoErs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 








Lafone, Alfred 


Vote agreed to. 


On the Vote of £132,085, for the 
salaries and expenses of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, on the return of the Chair- 
man after the usual interval, 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
$.W.): Mr. Lowther, what I desire to call 
attention to on this Vote is the action 
which has been taken by the Local 
Government Board, consequent upon the 
Report and recommendation of the De- 
partmental Committee on Metropolitan 
schools. In the first place, I wish to 
congratulate the right honourable Gen- 
tleman the President of the Board of 
Agriculture upon the decision he has 
taken to break up the huge aggre- 
gation of children in what. are 
known as the Sutton Schools. As 
a result of that decision a very impor- 
tant question arises, and that question is, 
how are the children so displaced to be 
provided for? Now, on that issue the 
advice given by the right honourable 
Gentleman to the boards of guardians is 
not, to my mind, altogether reassuring. 
In a letter dated the 14th of March to 
the guardians of the unions who are inte- 


Robertson, H. 








(Hackney) 


rested in the Sutton Schools, the right 
honourable Gentleman says— 


“The Local Government Board are pre- 
pared to consider any scheme for the provision 
of buildings in blocks, to accommodate 60 
in each block.” 


Now, Sir, it seems to me—— 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RvssE.u, Tyrone, S.): That was said after 
a deputation had waited upon me, and 
made the suggestion. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: That may be so, 
and I thank the right honourable Gentle- 
man for giving me that information, I 
was not aware of it. But still, I think 
such a suggestion, from whatever quarter 
it emanates, is open, at all events, to 
seme criticism. In the first place, it 
seems to me to be inconsistent with the 
policy iavolved in the dissolution of the 
Sutton Schools, because, if I am correctly 
informed, a portion of those schools were 
erected upon the block system; and, in 
the second place, it seems to commit 
the ratepayers forthwith to a Jarge 
expenditure upon buildings; and it will 
result in the placing of the children 
turned out of the Sutton Schools in a 
class of schools which will still be barrack 
schools, though of an improved pattern. 
It may be said that this is only carrying 
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out the recommendation made oy Dr. 
Stevenson as a result of his inquiry. I 
should like to point out that the re 
ference to Dr. Stevenson was of a very 
limited kind. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE called attention to 
the fact that there were not 40 Members 
present. 


Tue CHAIRMAN : Under the Orders of 
the House it is not possible to take any 
action which would prevent Supply 
being finished by 10 o’clock. I therefore 
cannot take any action on the honour- 
able Gentleman’s intervention. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: Dr. Stevenson 
simply pointed out what is the best form 
of school, assuming that children are to 
be massed together in schools. There is 
another consideration which arises, l 
think, very properly out of Dr. 
Stevenson’s Report, and that is the 
financial arrangement. I should be 
the last person to say, in a matter 
of this kind that financial con- 
siderations should be paramount. But 
at the same time, I should strongly 
object to pay the highest price for the 
second-best method. We know that at 
the present moment the most expensive 
mode of providing for children is in these 
barrack schools. The point I wish to 
make is this: that if Dr. Stevenson’s re- 
commendations are carried out, the ex- 
pense per child in these schools, which is 
already very high as compared with 
other modes of providing for the chil- 
dren, will be very materially increased. 
Therefore, Sir, I think the question is 


whether there are not other and 
better modes of providing for chil- 
dren who will be displaced from 


the Sutton Schools. There are various 
modes which are open to the guar- 
dians. For my own part, I do not 
desire to pin my faith to any particular 
method. I think that the method should 
be chosen in each case which is the most 
suitable for the child concerned. In 
many fields we are recognising more 
and more that individual treatment of 
men or women, or, as in this case, of 
children, solves many difficulties. We 
have recognised that to a large extent 
with regard to our prisons. The Bill of 
this present Session recognised that 
principle, and I hope it will be possible 
to carry it into effect. The system of 
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individual treatment, I think, may very 
properly be adopted with regard to chil- 
dren. Here, then, where you have many 
hundreds of children displaced from a 
certain school, there is a great opportu- 
nity for the guardians concerned very 
carefully to consider the case of each 
individual child, and to provide for that 
child in the future in a manner which is 
best adapted to the needs of each parti- 
cular case. The Whitechapel Guardians 
did what I suggest. I refer to the occa- 
sion when the Forest Gaie Schools dis. 
trict was dissolved. At the time of the 
dissolution the Whitechapel Guardians 
had 76 children being educated in these 
schools. The dissolution threw these 
children into the hands of the guardians, 
and under the direction, and with the 
help of the estimable gentleman who is 
the clerk of that union, every individual 
case was gone into, with this result— 
which I hope the guardians concerned in 
the South Metropolitan district wil take 
to heart—that out of the 76 children they 
found that there were 35 who could be 
dealt with in various ways, and by 
existing agencies, leaving only 41 to be 
provided for directly by the guardians. 
I think that is a most important mode, 
which every metropolitan board might 
wisely adopt. What are the other 
methods to which I have alluded, which 
are in competition with the barrack 
schools? There is, first, the boarding-out 
system. That svstem is, of course, by 
law, limited in its operation. It ap 
proaches most nearly to home life. I 
am one of those who think that it must 
be a very bad home indeed which is not 
better than even the best institution. 
When you have a system like this board- 
ing-out svstem, which most nearly ap 
proaches to that natural mode of bring- 
ing up a child in the home, I hope the 
boards of guardians will very carefully 
consider it. I am aware there are objec- 
tions to the boarding-out system, that 
it requires to be very carefully watched, 


or it might possibly be grossly abused. 
This consideration led the Sheffield 
guardians to adopt a method be 


tween the boarding-out system on the 
one hand, and cottage homes on the 
other. I refer to what is well known to 
those who are interested in the subject 
as what is called the Sheffield Scattered 
Cottage Homes. I am afraid that the 





Mr. Pickersgill. 
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system has not received much encourage- 
ment from the Local Government Board. 
I fear that difficulties were raised in the 
way of the Sheffield Guardians which 
ought not to have been raised. If 
do not know that the Local Govern- 
ment Board regards that system as 
favourably as it deserves at the 
present moment. For my own part, 
though there have been one or two small 
matters to which objection may pro- 
bably be taken, I think they 
are not v serious, and_ that 
the Sheffield system has been a great 
success, which other boards of guardians 
might wisely adopt. Then there is a 
third system, which I must say ‘oes 
not receive from many boards of guar- 
dians the attention it deserves. I do not 
say the guardians are ignorant, but, out- | 
side the narrow limits of the guardians, | 
gentlemen who are interested in these| 
questions are not, I think, fully aware) 
that there are a very large number of) 
small homes which are certified by the | 
Local Government Board, and to which! 
it is open to the boards of guardians to | 
send any child. That is under 25 and/| 
26 Victoria, chapter 43; and there are | 
no fewer than 223 of these small homes | 
which are certified by the Local Govern- | 
ment Board. The great advantage of | 
these small certified homes has been 
proved. There are a large number of | 
them, and they are situated in all parts 
of the country, so that it is possible for 
the boards of guardians to select one of 
thesq homes in a locality where the 
air is adapted to the health of the 
particular child. There is also an enor- 
mous range from which they may select 
the home which on every ground may 
suit the idiosynerasy of the children. I) 
should like to see a larger use made of | 
these small certified homes. Then the 
last method which can compete with the | 
large barrack schools is emigration. 
Emigration does not permit of being 
carried out on a large scale. I think 
it ought to be carried out on a larger 
scale than it is at present. In 1894 only 
299 children emigrated. I think that | 
that unwillingness on the part of boards 
of guardians to emigrate children does 
them credit. They were not satisfied | 
with the arrangements made for the) 
supervision of the children in Canada. | 
But, Sir, only last year an Act was passed | 
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by the Legislature of the Province of 
Ontario which to a large extent removed 
the strong objection which previously 
existed. It provides a number of safe- 
guards which might meet the objections 
which guardians have felt in sending 
children beyond the sea. My object in 
mentioning these various modes of pro- 
viding for children is the hope that the 
Local Government Board, in advising the 
guardians, will very carefully consider 
individual cases of children, and not press 
them all in a mass into the barrack 
schools. There is another matter in con- 
nection with this upon which I desire to 
ask a question—that is the subject of 
epileptic children. As the Committee 
are no doubt aware, children suffering 
from epilepsy have, under the new Order 
of the Local Government Board, been 
handed over to the special care of the 
Committee of the Metropolitan Asylums 
Board. I find from the answer given by 
the right honourable Gentleman in this 
House on the 19th July, that the Com- 
mittee of the Metropolitan Asylums 
Board is in negotiation with the mana- 
gers to secure Sutton Schools, and it 
seems to me, Mr. Lowther, rather dis- 
quieting information, because we are 
breaking up the Sutton Schools on the 
ground that the aggregation of children 
But are we 
to have instead of the children who are 
in the Sutton Schools an equal number 
of epileptic children placed in these 
schools? I should like some information 
as to what the scheme is. It is obvious 
that if you are going to use fully the 
present building, that would be an 
aggregation of epileptic children, which 
would be even more objectionable than 
the aggregation which at present exists. 
I think possibly there may be some ex- 
planation which would meet the objec- 
tion. I now raise this question in order 
that the explanation may, be made. Then 
there is a further question to which I 
desire to call attention. The Departmental 


| Committee to which I have referred 


pointed out that for 19 or 20 years 
boards of guardians all over the country 
have been grossly breaking the law. I 
mean, in this respect, that they have been 
working as half-timers children of as low 
an age as eight. That was a condition 
of things upon which the Committee, as 
I think very rightly, made some strong 
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observations. It is a really monstrous 
thing, seeing that we prosecute em- 
ployers and parents for sending their 
children to work before the statutory 
age, that public bodies throughout the 
country are breaking the law in this 
open and wholesale way. What I want 
to ask is whether, since the Report of 
the Departmental Committee, there has 
been a beneficial change in this respect, 
and whether inspectors of the Local 
Government Board are very closely 
watching the matter. Those are all the 
points I desire to call attention to. I 
formally move the reduction of the Vote 
by £100. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I am 
quite sure the Committee will have 
listened with great interest to the speech 
which has been made by my honourable 
and learned Friend the Member for 
South Bethnal Green. I, for one, as 
interested in the question of the reform 
of poor law administration, must venture 
to differ from the conclusions at which 
he arrives. I most certainly shall not 
follow my honourable and learned Friend 
into the Division Lobby when the Divi- 
sion is called on this Vote, because my 
honourable and learned Friend proposes 
to reduce the salary of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the President of the 
Local Government Board. If I have to 
compare the records in the work of poor 
law reform this Session, as betweea my 
honourable and learned Friend and the 
right honourable Gentleman the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board, ny 
chief regret is this: that, owing to the 
niggardliness of our Constitution, under 
which private Members are not paid, I 
am unable to move a reduction in the 
salary of my honourable and learned 
Friend opposite. But I will present to 
him, as very pertinent to poor law reform, 
this advice: that, while he continues to 
dwell in a crystal palace he will 
do well to avoid a reckless and promis- 
cuous use of the catapult. I rise to take 
part in this discussion in the interest of 
poor law reform, an interest which has 
kept me and my honourable and learned 
Friend opposite up for many nights this 
Session. There are one or two points I 
would mention, which I hope may 
produce a favourable answer from the 
President of the Local Government 


Mr. Pickersgill. 
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Board. In the first place, I would ask 
the right honourable Gentleman to take 
into consideration the great and growing 
need of increasing the powers of boards 
of guardians to deal with children of dis- 
solute parents in this country. From 
time to time this matter has been mooted 
in this House, and from time to time 
Bills have been introduced in accordance 
with the Reports of the Departmental 
Committees. I venture to suggest to the 
right honourable Gentleman, who I 
know is anxious to meet the views of 
poor law reformers, whether the time has 
not come for the Government to take up 
this great question, and by a Measure of 
their own deal with the large and grow- 
ing number of children in this country 
who are at this moment unable to be 
dealt with by the ordinary operations of 
the poor law, to enlarge the powers of 
boards of guardians, and bring those chil- 
dren within the influence of civilisation 
and Christianity. In doing so, I venture 
to think that the Local Government 
Board would touch upon a question of 
even equal importance with the question 
of vagrancy. I saw a Return made some 
time ago, in which it was stated that 
some 13,000 children slept in casual 
wards on a particular day. This ques- 
tion needs to be dealt with. It needs 
to be dealt with, not by some private 
Member; it is a matter that demands 
the consideration of a great Government 
Department. I sincerely hope that the 
President of the Local Government Board 
will not be unmindful of the matter. Then 
there is an important question—no less 
an important question to poor law 
reformers than the settlement of paupers. 
Sir, I think the time is quite ripe for 
taking some fresh departure in our treat- 
ment of that question. I think that we 
ought to do what we can to put an end 
to the litigation between the different 
boards of guardians of the country on 
this question. I think we might fairly 
do so if we entrusted to the Local Govern- 
ment Board some power of arbitration 
upon the conflicting claims and conflicting 
arguments of boards of guardians upon 
this question. My honourable and 
learned Friend the Member for South 
Bethnal Green has touched upon the 
sequence of events which has followed 
tha dissolution of the Sutton Schools. I 
do not think he remembers the tribute 
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of a Blue Book to the dissolution of those 
schools; but the dissolution of the 
Sutton Schools was a matter which earned 
the approval of all friends of poor law 
reform. I venture to think that the 
whole Committee cordially approve of 
the dissolution of the Sutton Schools. 
Several very interesting questions arose. 
There was the question of the future dis- 
tribution of the children of those schools. 
I should like to say that I feel very 
strongly that those who are now at the 
head of the Local Government Board are 
not the creators of the system. It would 
perhaps be comparatively easy to provide 
a complete system of poor law reform in 
this country. But it is by no means an 
easy task to draft reforms upon existing 
institutions, and to develop old customs 
in accordance with modern ideas. 
The dissolution of the Sutton Schools 
offered a great variety of useful and 
valuable experiments to the Local 
Government Board for testing various 
methods of dealing with poor law chil- 
dren. I hold, myself, very strongly by 
the principle of boarding out, but I do 
not claim it to be infallible, nor do those 
whose views I represent here make that 
claim. The first point that will occur to 
us in dealing with the question is the 
importance of the children losing all 
trace of the pauper taint, and so entering 
into their work in the community with 
equal privileges and equal advantages to 
other children. In that connection, it is 
well to remember the important ques- 
tion of emigration, especially with regard 
to boys. With regard to boys, it must 
also be remembered that technical edu- 
cation can only be obtained for them in 
trade schools, and we ask the Local 
Government Board to consider the im- 
portance of placing these children in 
localities where they may be enabled to 
obtain the advantages of technical edu- 
cation. In sending a letter to the Cam- 
berwell guardians regarding cottage 
homes for elder girls, the President of 
the Local Government Board was giving 
his sanction to a very interesting ex- 
periment in one direction. But I am not 
anxious that the right honourable 
Gentleman should give his sanction at 
this moment to an experiment in any one 
particular direction. I think the right 
honourable Gentleman ought to aim at 
encouraging reforms in all directions. All 
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our experience goes to show that the 
training of poor law children in the arti- 
ficial life of a poor law colony is not 
only expensive, but is also ineffective. I 
venture to offer the following remedies 
to the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. In the first place, boarding 
out under careful and frequent indi- 
vidual supervision ; in the second place, 
the making use of the small industrial 
schools, of which there are 222 under the 
Local Government Board; in the third 
place, the encouragement of emigration, 
which has undergone a regrettable dimi- 
nution. With regard to feeble-minded, 
ophthalmic, and other children, I think a 
very large measure of credit and grati- 
tude is due to the present President of 
the Local Government Board for the 
action he has taken in this matter, which 
has placed these unfortunate children 
under the control of the Metropolitan 
Asylums Board. That is a great step in 
reform, and when the right honourable 
Member for Bethnal Green moved the re- 
duction of this Vote, I hope he forgot 
the immense improvement in tue condi- 
tion of poor law children which has been 
effected by that change. For the other 
children, one can only suggest the adop- 
tion and development of the Sheffield 
plan of scattered homes. We want these 
children to lose the taint of pauperism, 
and to taste fully and freely of the indi- 
vidual life of citizenship. 


Mr. SIDEBOTHAM (Chester, Hyde) : 
I desire to ask the right honour- 
able Gentleman the President of the 
Local Government Board if he can make 
any statement regarding the enhance- 
ment of the period allowed for the re 
payment of loans for poor law buildings. 
I do not ask the right honourable Gentle- 
man for any promise, but I should like 
him to say that his mind is not entirely 
closed on the question, and that he will 
give it his attention during the Recess? 


Mr. BRAMSTON BEACH (Hants, 
Andover): I desire to make _ the 
same appeal. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD: With regard 
to the last question, I am perfectly well 
aware that there is in many quarters a 
feeling that the period for the repay- 
ment of loans for poor law buildings and 
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other purposes should be enhanced. But 
honourable Members must remember the 
pcsition of the Local Government Board 
in this matter. The Local Government 
Board is, to all intents and purposes, 
trustees for posterity. The future rate- 
payers have no one to protect them 
except the Local Government Board, and, 
while I am prepared to admit that there 
is no special virtue in terms of 29, 30, 
31, or 32 years, 30 years is the period 
that has been decided on with regard to 
the repayment of these building loans. 
I cannot pledge myself to any specific 
promise in the matter, but I will say 
that before next Session I will make it 
my bus‘ness to examine most carefully 
the reason why the present period was 
arrived at, and to consider whether any 
alteration can be made with justice to 
the future as well as the present. 
With regard to the question of giving 
boards of guardians greater and more 
enhanced powers over neglected children, 
I can only say that I heartily supported 
and entirely sympathised with the Bill 
which had been introduced by my 
honourable Friend during the present 
Session. There are a variety of methods 
by which the question of the poor law 
metropolitan schools may be dealt with. 
The old method, known as the barrack- 
school system, has been universally con- 
demned, and the Local Government 
Board has broken up the system in one 
of the great London metropolitan dis- 
tricts. The Bill would have conferred 
great benefits upon the class in whose 
interests it was initiated, and would have 
promoted the cause of poor law reform. 
I deeply regret that owing to the per- 
sistent and unnecessary opposition of the 
honourable Member for Bethnal Green 
the passage of that Bill was inevitably 
put off. I protest against the statement 
of the honourable Member for Bethnal 
Green, that what we have done is, after 
all, nothing but the old barrack system. 
It is nothing of the kind. The honour- 
able Member has asked us to adopt pro- 
posals by which the children should be 
individualised as far as possible. I 
believe in that system, but there are 
very narrow limits to its possibility, as 
the honourable Member will find out if 
he tries to deal with it. What are the 
alternatives to the old system? The 
alternative of boarding out has been 


President of Local Government Board. 
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suggested. I approve of. and warmly 
sympathise with boarding out, subject to 
one condition, which is of surpassing im- 
portance—namely, that the inspection of 
the children boarded out shall be adequate 
and effective. I cannot conceive a position 
of greater misery and hardship than that 
of some poor, unfortunate little child 
boarded out to someone who takes care 
of it, not for love of the child, but simply 
for the purpose of making a gain and 
profit out of it. There must be adequate 
and efficient inspection, and that is one 
of the greatest difficulties in the world 
to overcome. So far as it is possible 
to promote that adequate inspection, no 
efforts on the part of the Local Govern- 
ment Board are wanting, and wher- 
ever it is possible to board out on 
those conditions the Board gives its 
assistance. Another system suggested is 
that of scattered homes on the Sheffield 
plan. Where that system is adequately 
carried out the results undoubtedly are 
good, but unfortunately the Board have 
received reports of instances of bad 
management which make us careful in 
regard to other proposals in that direc- 
tion. The Camberwell guardians have 
approached me on the subject, and after 
a long conference I have agreed to 
accept their proposals on two conditions : 
first, that they satisfy me that they 
can get proper houses for the scattered 
homes; and, second, that they can 
be quite sure of having an adequate sys- 
tem of inspection. At present they have 
only got two homes, and are arranging 
for another three out of the 35 necessary 


to accommodate 350 children. That 
will show the honourable Member 
that this system is not so easily 


adopted as he considers. I have been 
very anxious to do anything and every- 
thing that is possible and right to meet 
the views of the great number of people 
who are very earnestly considering this 
question. But there are difficulties with 
which many of them are not acquainted, 
and they must give us credit that, as 
far as we have become acquainted with 
the difficulties—which are, perhaps, not 
altogether apparent to them—we have 
given them our most careful considera- 
tion with regard to the block system. 
There is an admirable example of it at 
Banstead. There were demands tor tbe 
services of the girls from all parts of the 
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to the place I was told that there 
were at that moment 1,000 applications 
for children to place in good situations. 
I have, therefore, arrived at the conclu- 
sion that the block system, provided 
there are not too many children in the 
same area, deserves our consideration. 
But I have no absolute power to compel 
boards of guardians to adopt any particu- 
lar system that seems best to the Local 
Government Board. I can only point 
out to a board the system which I think 
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country. During a visit which I paid | 
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would be most advantageous. I am sur- 
prised that no honourable Member who 
has taken part in the Debate has alluded 
to the admirable system for the trainiag 
of children which prevails on the E£z- 
mouth training ship. That is a system 
which I should like to encourage by every 
means in my power. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg leave to 
withdraw my Motion. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 155; 
Noes 48.—(Division List No. 290.) 


AYES, 


Aird, John Field, Admiral 


Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H, 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Captain J. FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunkett 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 
Brassey, Albert 


Finch, Geor, 


Fry, Lewis 


Gedge, Sydne 


Butcher, John George 
Causton, Richard Knight 


Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain Rt.Hn,J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon, Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H, A. E, 
Coghill; Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Solomb, Sir John C. R. 
Cook, F, Lucas (Lambeth) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Heath, James 


Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Drage, Geoffrey 

Seethie. A. , 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, Gen, Sir J. B. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E, 
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re 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A, B. | 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) | 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry | 


Garfit, William 


y 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) | 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. | Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Goschen,RtHn.G.J.(St.Grg’s) | 
Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
tray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) | Greville, Captain 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hazell, Walter 


Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon, James H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, W. (Belfast) 
Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 
Curzon,RtHn.G.N.(LanesSW) | Lawrence, Sir E. (Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) | Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Leigh-Bennett, 
Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers | Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) | 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp’l) | 
Lorne, Marquess of 


(Eastbourne) | Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 

| Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McKillop; James 

Massey. Mainwaring. Hn.W.F. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Pierpoint, Robert 

Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon, Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Didley 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylenone,W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cherhize) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Sinclair, Louis ,\Romf£ rd) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon Humphry N. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A, C. E. 
Whiteley, G. (Stockport) 


Wodehouse, RtHn.E.R.(Bath) 


Henry Currie 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 





TELLERS FOR THE AyYFEsS— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Z. 
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Allen, W. (Newc.-und.-Lyme) | 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Birrell, Augustine 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) | 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clark, Dr.G.B.(Caithness-sh. ) 
Colville, John 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | 
Knox, Edmund Francis Vesey 


It being Ten o’clock, the Chairman of 
Ways and Means, in conformity with the 
Standing Order, proceeded to put the 


{COMMONS} 


NOES. 


Lewis John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

Maddison, Fred 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Provand, ‘Andrew Dryburg.. 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, J. Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Spicer, Albert 

Strachey, Edward 





taxation.” 


remaining Votes, without discussion. 
Motion made, and Question put— | The Committee divided :—Ayes 156; 
“That a sum, not exceeding £114,773, be | Noes 52.—(Division List No. 291.) 


Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bagot, Captain J. FitzRoy 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) | 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon, Allen B. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R, F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


St. John 


| 





F) | 





AYES. 


Colomb, Sir John Charles R. | 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
Courtney, Rt. Hon, L. H. | 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curzon, RtHn.G.N.(Lane,SW) | 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers | 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, Gen. Sir J. Bevan 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. | 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) | 
Gilliat, John Saunders | 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon | 
roschen,RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) | 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) | 
Greene, H. D, (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs) | 
Gretton, John 

rreville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 








| McArthur, 
| McKillop, James 
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Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Woodhouse, SirJ'T(Hudd’rsf'ld) 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Steadman. 


| granted to Her Majesty, for the Salaries and 
| Expenses of the Local Government Board in 
Ireland, including certain grants in aid of local 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hazell, Walter 

Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir E. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 


| Holland, Hon, Lionel Raleigh 


Hornby, William Henry 
foward, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 


| Lowles, John 
| Lyttelton, Hon, Alfred 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
Charles (Liverp'l) 


Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
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Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Monk, Charles James 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | 
Ridley, Rs. Hon. Sir M. W. | 


Allen, W. (Newc.-under-L.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bavley, Thos. (Derbysh.) 
Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Colville, John 

Cozens-Hardy, Herbert Hardy 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £26,119, be 


| Sinclair, Louis (Romford), 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 





NOES. 


Joicey, Sir James | 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | 


| Knox, Edmund Francis Vesey | 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) | 
Robson, William Snowdon 


Ireland.” 
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Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, J. P. (Birm.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Wedderburn, Sir William 


Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse, SirJT (Hudd’rsf’ld) 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 


Mr. Dillon and Mr. Doogan. 


Expenses of the Office of Public Works in 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 155; 


granted to Her Majesty for the Salaries and | Noes 57.—(Division List No. 292.) 


Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J. (Manc'r) | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward j 
Boulnois, Kdmund 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George | 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) | 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) | 


| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


| Cripps, Charles Alfred 


AYES. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wor’er) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E, 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 


Curzon,RtHn.G.N.(Lanc,SW) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 

Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 





Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, Gen, Sir Jas. B. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick 

Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen,RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
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Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon, R. W. 
Hazell, Walter ° 

Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir E. S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Holland, Hon. L. R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. James H. Ceci) 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 
Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 





Allen, Wm. (Newc.-under-L.) 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thos. (Derbysh.) 
Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh.) 
Colville, John 

Cozens-Hardy, Herbert Hardy 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 





Cuass III. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £77,151, be | 


{ COMMONS} 


Lockwood, Lieut-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon, W. (Liverp’l) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Hen 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm, (Carnarvonshire) 
Knox, Edmund Francis Vesey 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morton, E, J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Provand, Ardrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, J. Compton 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphrey N. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, J. P. (Birm.) 
Wodehouse,Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bati) 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse,SirJ IT (Hudd'rsf’ld) 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. Doogan. 


| lowances, Expenses, and Pensions of various 


County Court officers in Ireland.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 158; 


granted to Her Majesty for the Salaries, Al- Noes 56.—(Division List No. 293.) 


Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. F. 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J. (Manch’r) | 


AYES. 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
3emrose, Sir Henry Howe 
3ethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

3rassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
surdett-Coutts, W. 





hn 
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Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C. Ww. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Herttord, E.) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberiain, Xt. Hn.J.(tsirm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curzon,RtHn.G.N.(Lanc,SW) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Char'es 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, Gen. Sir J. B. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydnev 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. F. 


Allen, W. (Newc.-under-uyme) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark. Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh.) 
Colville. John 

Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby So.) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
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Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. EK. 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R, (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir E. S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Holland, Hon. L. R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. W. E. 

Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.F. 


NOES. 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Knox, Edmund Francis Vesty 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morton, E. J. ©. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, J. B. (Eifion) 
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Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Monk, Ubarles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Ho. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, C. J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. ‘Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon, Humphry N. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Weister, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(#ath) 
Young, Commander (Berks,E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse, SirJT (Hudd’rsf'ld) 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. Doogan. 
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“That a sum, not exceedin 
ing a supplementary sum of 
to Her Ne 


Dublin.” 


Agreed to. 


Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. F. 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J. (Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. B 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) 
Savendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curzon,RtHn.G.N.(Lane,SW) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fdwards, Gen. Sir J. B. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 





Allen, W. (Newce.-und.-Lyme) 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert H. 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 


£67,953, includ- 
1,500, be granted 
ajesty for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Metropolitan Police establishments in 


. {COMMONS} 


Motion made, and Question put— 
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Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £754,557, be 
Royal Irish Constabulary.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 154; 
| Noes 58.—(Division List No. 294.) 


AYES. 


Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph «homas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney | 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) | 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. F. 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

yull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. *V. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hill, Sir E. S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Holland, Hon. L. R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Jones 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) | 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) | 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. W. E. 

Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 


NOES. 


Birrell, Augustine 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 


| 
| granted to Her Majesty for the expenses of the 
| 


Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.F, 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Penn, John 


| Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. FE. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, J. P. (Birm.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Young, Commander (Berks, F.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYEFS— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Caldwell, James 


Cameron, Robert (Durham) 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 











am) 





589 Supply. 
Channing, Francis Allston , 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh.) | 
Colville, John | 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbeit H. | 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) | 
Griffith, Ellis J. | 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale 
Hazell, Walter. 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Knox, Edmund Francis Vesey 
Lambert, George 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £69,096, be | 
granted to Her Majesty for the expenses of the | 
General Prisons Board in Ireland.” 


Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £54,936, be | 


| Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 


| Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 


| Pirie, Duncan V. 
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Macaleese, Daniel Strachey, Edward 

M'Ghee, Richard Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Maddison, Fred. | Ure, Alexander 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
| Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Moss, Samuel Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Moulton, John Fletcher | Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, J. C. (Notts) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse, SirJ'T(Hudd rsf’ld) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh | Woods, Samuel 

Rickett, J. Compton Yoxall, James Henry 
Roberts, John B. (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon | TretueRS FOR THE Nors— 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) Mr. Dillon and Mr. Doogan. 
Spicer, Albert | 

Steadman, William Charles 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £3,955, be 
granted to Her Majesty for the maintenance of 
| oan lunatics in the Dundrum Asylum.” 


Agreed to. 


Crass I. 
Motion made, and Question put— 
“That a sum, not exceeding £129,672, be 


| 
| 
| 
| 


te ) 
granted to Her Majesty for the Expenses of the geasted te Ber Majette fe Re oaver of the 


Reformatory and Industrial Schools in Ire- 


land.” 


Agreed to. 


Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. F. 

Balfour, Re Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin | 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) | 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford. E.) | 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) | 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. | 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


| Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 


| Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
| Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 


| Firbank, Joseph Thomas 


United Kingdom, and for minor surveys con- 
| nected therewith.” 


| The Committee divided:—Ayes 161; 
| Noes 52.—(Division List No. ‘ 295.) 


AYES. 


Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. EF. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G'rg’s) 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. | Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Curzon, RtHn.G.N.(Lance,SW) Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) Greene, W. R. (Cambs) ~ 
Gretton, John 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charks | Greville, Captain 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers | Gull, Sir Cameron 

Drage, Geoffrey Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Drucker, A. Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Edwards, Gen. Sir J Hazell, Walter 

Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Finch, George H. | Henderson, Alexander 
Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne Hill, Sir E. S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Holland, Hon. L. R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

“ozier, Hon. J. H. C. 


Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

sedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. F. 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 


Fisher, William Haves 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 
Folkestone, Viscount 
9A2 
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Supply. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel kdwin 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverp’]) | 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) | 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’!) | 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 





McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 


Allen, W. (Newc.-under-L.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Cawley, Frederick 





Channing, Francis Allston 


Colville, John 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 


Motion made, and Question put— 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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McKillop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 


Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) | 


Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Ridley, Rt. Hon.,Sir M. W. | 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 


Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 


NOES. 


Knox, Edmund Francis V. 
Lambert, George 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
Maddison, Fred. 


Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand ' 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh.) | 


Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
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Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand 


Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Thornton, Percy M. 


Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
| Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 


Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 


Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 


Whiteley, George (Stockport) 


Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn, E.R.(Bath) 


Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther, 


Spicer, Albert 
Steadman, Wiliam Charles 


Strachey, Edward 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, J. C. (Notts) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Hudd’rsf'ld) 
Woods, Samuel 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS— 
Sir Barrington Simeon and 
Sir Francis Evans 


| The Committee divided :—Ayes 153; 


“That a sum, not exceeding £136,978, be | Noes 59.—(Division List No. 296.) 
granted to Her Majesty for Public Buildings | 


in Ireland.” 


Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. F. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, «teorge C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir VM. M. 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 





Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John’ 


AYES. 


Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 





Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curzon,RtHn.G.N.(Lanc,SW) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, Gen. Sir J. B. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 


Field, Admiral (Eastbourne): 
Finch, George H 
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Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. F. 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.@’rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, rye 

Hill, Sir E. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. "eee 
Holland, Hon. L. R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 





Allen, W. (Newc.-under-Lyme) | 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh.) | 





Colville, John 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Dalziel, James Henr 


Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co. 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 


Motion made, and Question put— | 


“$22,207, to complete the 
ways, Ireland.” 


Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a Supplementary sum 


£25,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to defray | 


Avueust 1898} 


ughes, Colonel Edwin 
ins, Sir John Jones 
fo mad William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 
Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence, Sir E. J). (Corn 3 | 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh- -Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lorne, Marquess of 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
New digate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 








NOES. 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 

Knox, Edmund Francis V. 

Lambert, George 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 

Moss, Samuel | 

| | 

| 
| 
| 


Moulton, John Fletcher 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, S. Compton 
Roberts, J. B. (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


sum for Rail- | 


| Roche, Hon. J. 


Supply. 594 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Russell, 'l. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S.(Marylebone,W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, J. P. (Birm.) 
Wodehouse,Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Young, Commander (Berks, E) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


(Kerry, E.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 


| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
| Ure, Alexander 


Wallace, R. (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, sir William 
Williams, J. C. (Notts) 
Wilson, H. J. (Yorks, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Hudd’rsf’ld) 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Dillon, and Mr. 
Doogan. 


the Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the Slst day 


| of March, 1899, for Expenditure in respect of 


| Diplomatic and 


, not exceeding | 





Consular Buildings.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 158; 
Noes 50.—(Division List No. 297.) 





Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. F. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
coavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Jecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecii, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Jhaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin, Louis 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, Gen. Sir J. B. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Manc’r) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Fichard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh.) 











{ COMMONS} 


AYES. 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis, 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. F. 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hazell, Walter 

Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir Edward 8. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. ((Hampstead) 
Holland, Hon. L. R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. W. E. 

Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 


NOES. 


Colville, John 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Knox, Edmund Francis V. 
Lambert, George 











Supply. 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.F. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Roberts, J. B. (Eifion) 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinclair, Capt, J. Forfarsh.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Ure, Alexander 

Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, J. P. (Birm.) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
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Pirie, Duncan V. 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robson, William Snowdon, 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Spicer, Albert 

Strachey, Edward 


Cuass II. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £8,107, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete tae sum 


{8 Aveust 1898 } 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Wallace, R. (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, J. C. (Notts) 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Hudd' rsf’ld) 


Supply. 595 
Woods, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoErs— 
Mr. Havelock Wilson and 
Mr. Steadman. 


| come in course of payment during the vear 
| ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 


Salaries and Expenses of the Offices of the 
| House of Lords.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 149; 


necessary to defray the Charge which will | Noes 65.—(Division List No. 298.) 


Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord H, (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Cook, F. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, Gen. Sir James B. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson,RtHnSirJ.(Mane’r) | 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne 
Finch, George H 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 





Fisher, William Hayes 


AYES. 


Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen,RtHn.G.J. (St. G’rg’s) 
Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon, Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E, B. (Hampstead) 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier; Hon. James Henry C. 
Hubbard, Hon, Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 





Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
_, James 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F, 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis -Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pollock, Harry, Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon, tir M. W. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dvdle 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richar 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Ward, Hon, R. A. (Crewe) 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, W. (Newc.-und.-Lyme) 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B.(Caithness-sh.) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hon.. Sir C. 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 


“£17,005, to complete the sum for House 


of Commons Offices.” 


“* £59,440, to complete the sum for Treasury 
and Subordinate Departments.” 


Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £29,250, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the zum 


Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mance’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon, Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

_ Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A., E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 











{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Fowler, Rt, Hon. Sir H. 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale 
Hazell, Walter 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Knox, Edmund Francis Vesey 
Lambert, George 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 





AYES. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Cook, F. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, Gen. Sir James B. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, RtHn. SirJ.(Manc’r) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen,RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) ; 














600 


Supply. 


Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John B. (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon, J. (E. Kerry) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
‘Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, John C. (Notts 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Hudd’rsf'ld) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Woods and Mr. Have- 
lock Wilson. 


necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Department of 
Her Majesty’s 
Colonies, including a Grant in Aid of certain 
Expenses connected with Emigcation.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 153; 
Noes 55.—(Division List No. 


Secretary of State for the 


299.) 


Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hazell, Walter 

Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir Edward §8. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
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Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William | 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. | 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) | 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James | 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Birrell, Augustine 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B.(Caithness-sh.) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 





“ £7,255, to complete the sum for Privy 


Council Office.’ 


** £129,544, to complete the sum for Board 
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Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E. 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W 


| Robertson, H. (Hackney) 


Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 


| Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 


NOES. 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Knox, Edmund Francis Vesey 
Lambert, George 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M'Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morton, E. J. C. (wevonnort) 
Moss, Samuel : 


Moulton, John Fletcher 


Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 


“That a 








sum, 
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Spencer, Ernest 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs; 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John B. (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (E. Kerry) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Hudd’rsf’ld) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Woods and Mr. Have- 
lock Wilson. 


Motion made, and Question put-— 


not exceeding £42, be 


of Trade.” 


£27,525, to complete the sum for Mercan- 
tile Marine Fund (Grant in Aid).” 


“$7, to complete the sum for Bankruptcy 
Department of the Board of Trade.” 


granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Mint, including 





“£9,432, to complete the sum for Lunacy 


Cemmission, England.” 


Agreed to. 


Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A. J. (Manc’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George . 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon, Allen Benj. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 





Boulnois, Edmund 





AYES. 


Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 





the Expenses of Coinage.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 154; 
Noes 51.—{Division List No. 300.) 


Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Sourtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert Hardy 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Drage, Geoffrey 
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Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, Gen. Sir J. Bevan 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Maunc.) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus F, 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R_, (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G, 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon, R. W. 
Hazell, Walter 

Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir E. S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 


Supply. 





Holland, Hon. Lionel Raleigh 
Hornby, William Henry 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh.) 
Colville, John 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Joicey, Sir James 


“ £15,372, to complete the 
Record Office.” 
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Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E, D. (Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) | 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col, C. W. (Evesham) 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) | 


Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 





Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 


NOES. 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 


Knox, Edmund Francis Vesey | 


| Kilbride, Denis 


Lambert, George 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. 
Lough, Thomas 
Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
Maddison, Fred. 


A. BR. 


Morton, E. J. C, (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 





Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


sum for Pubtic | 


Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | 
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Pierpoint, Robert 

Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphrey N. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Ure, Alexander 

Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Williams, J. P. (Birm.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R. (Bath) 
Young, Comm. (Berks, £.) 


TELLERS FOR. THE AYES— 
Sir William: Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T(Hudd’rsf'ld) 
Woods, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 





Mr. Lloyd-George and Mr. 
Herbert Lewis. 


necessary to defray the Charge which wil 
come in course of payment during the year 


“£1,195, to complete the sum for Public | ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
| Salaries and Expenses of the Offices of the 
“ £3,612, to complete the sum for Lunacy | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant ™ 
Dublin and London, and Subordinate Depart- 


Works Loan Commission.” 


Commission, Scotland.” 
Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £27,932, be | KS : 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum | Noes 58.—(Division List No. 301.) 


| ments.” 
| 





The Committee divided:—Ayes 148; 
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Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. | 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin. Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers | 
Drage, Geoffrey 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. | 
Edwards, Gen, Sir Jas. Bevan | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. | 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Manc.) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Heary 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Grancis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh.) 
Colville, John 

Cozens-Hardy, H. H. 
Dalziel, James Hen 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hayne, Rt. Hon, Chas. Seale 
Hazell, Walter 

Joicey, Sir James 
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AYES. 


Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sidney 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Alban’s) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen,RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 


| Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 


Heath, James 


| Helder, Augustus 

| Henderson, Alexander 

| Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
| Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 


Holland, Hon. Lionel Raleigh 
Hornby, William Henry 


Howard, Joseph 


Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 


| Hughes, Colonel Edwin 


Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 


| Kenyon, James 
| Lafone, Alfred 


Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 

Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 


| Lorne, Marquess of 


Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 


| Macartney, W. G. Ellison 


NOES. 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Knox, Edmund Francis Vesey 
Lambert, George 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
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Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 
Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tvrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand), 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strauss, Arthur 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey N. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.} 
Webster. R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C, E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, Joseph P. (Birm.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse,SirJT(Hudd’rsf'ld) 
Woods, Samuel 


TELLERS *OR THE Nors— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. Doogan. 
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Cuass III. 


Motion made, and Question put— 

“That a sum, not exceeding £3,250, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
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ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for ite 
Expenses of the Establishment of the Crofters’ 
Commission.” 


The Committee divided:—Ayes 144; 
Noes 56.—(Division List No. 302.) 













































Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bagot, Capt. J. F. 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manc’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, E. (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer ~ 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. C. Ready 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, Gen. Sir J. B. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 
Dalziel, James Henry 


AYES. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Fry, Lewis 
Garfit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. F. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen,RtHn.G.J (St.G’rg's) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest, West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Captain 
Gull, Sir Cameron 


Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. | 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir E. 8. (Bristol) 
Holland, Hon. i. R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Beliast) 
Johnstone, J. H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 


Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, wt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. W. E. 


Lorne, Marquess of 
Lowe, Francis William 





Lowles, John 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


NOES. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 
| Knox, Edmund Francis V. 
Lambert, George 








Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 


; Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W.- (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, J. P. (Birm.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Young, Commander (Berks,E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
Maddison, Fred. 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
| Moss, Samuel 
| Moulton, John Fletcher 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


| Pirie, Duncan V 
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Rickett, J. Compton Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Roberts, J. B. (Hifion) Ure, Alexander 

Robson, William Snowdon Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Supply. 610: 


Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse, SirJ [(Hudd'rsf' ld) 
Woods, Samuel 


Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Spicer, Albert 
Strachey, Edward 


Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Dr. Clark and Mr. Robert. 
Wallace (Edinburgh). 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £54,889, ke 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the er — will | 
come in course of payment during the vear , a j a 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the | . The Committee divided :—Ay es 144; 
Expenses of the Prison Commissioners for | Noes 55.—(Division List No. 303.) 


Scotland, and of the Prisons under their con- 
trol, including the Maintenance of Criminal 


Lunatics and the Preparation of Judicial Sta- 
tistics.” 





Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. F. 

Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J. (Manc’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 





Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | 
Butcher, John George | 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter (wen 
Cochrane, Hon. I. H. A. E, 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. vesse 
Colomb, Sir J, C. Ready 
Cook, Fred. L. ‘Lambeth) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cripps, Charles Aifred 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. H. V. 
Edwards, Gen. Sir J. B. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 








Fergusson, KtHn. Sird.(Manc’r) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, T. (verbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


AYES. 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fiower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon, Sir A. B. 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

GibLs, Hon. V. (St. Albaas) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir A. F. 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 
Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir E. S. (Bristol) 
Holland, Hon. L. R. 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. W. E. 

Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’]) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


NOES. 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Caldwell, James 


} Cameron, Robert (Durham) 








Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.¥. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 
Monk, Uharles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert ; 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Russell, ‘I’. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Strauss, Arthur 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier: 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, J. P. (Birm.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G.B. (Caithness-sh.} 
Colville, John 
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Cozeus-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Knox, Edmund Francis V. 
Lambert, George 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 


Supply. 


Cuass IV. 


“£605, to complete the sum for Endowed 
Schools Commissioners, Ireland.” 


“ £1,604, to complete the sum for National 


Gallery of Ireland.” 
Agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 
“That a sum, not exceeding £2,450, be 


Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon, Join 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy — 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J. (Mane’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, %.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon, Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon, T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colville, John 

Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert Hardy 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 








{COMMONS} 


Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, J. B. (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 


| TELLERS 





Supply. 612 
Spicer, Albert 

Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T(Hudd’rsf’ld) 
Woods, Samuel 


FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Robert Wallace (Edin- 
burgh) and Mr. Robert 
Wallace (Perth). 


granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 


necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for the 
Grants in Aid of the Expenses of the Queen’s 


Colleges in Ireland.” 


AYES. 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Edwards, Gen. Sir J. B. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Manc’r) 
Finch, George H 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale 
Hazell, Walter 

Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir FE. §S. (Bristol) 
Holland, Hon. Lionel Raleigh 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 





The Committee divided:—Ayes 166; 
Noes 31.—(Division List No. 304.) 


Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 

Maddison, Fred. 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Chas. James 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
rickersgill. Edward Hare 
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Pierpoint, Robert 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thos. (Derbysh.) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Clark, Dr.G.B.(Caithness-sh.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Joicey, Sir James 


Cuass V. 


Motion made, and Quéstion put— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £182,463, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 


Aird, John 

Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt, Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A. J. (Manc’r) 
Banbury. Frederick George 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Dervysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner. Captain R. G. W 


Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane. Hon. T. H. A. E, 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
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Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Spencer, Ernest 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Strachey, Edward 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphrey N. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


NOES. 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Knox, Edmund Francis Vesey 
Lambert, George 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
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Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 

Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. ... C. E. 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 

Williams, Joseph P. (Birm.) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wodehouse,Rt.Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Hud’sf’ld) 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woods, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. Doogan. 


ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for 
Grants in Aid of the Expenses of the British 


Act, 1896.” 


AYES. 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Colville, John 

Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert Hardy 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A, Akers 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Duncombe. Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mance’r) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 


Gorst. Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon | 


Goschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 


| Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) | 


Protectorates in Uganda and in Central and 
East Africa, and under the Uganda Railway 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 143; 
Noes 47.—(Division List No. 305.) 


Greene, W. D. (Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hill, Sir E, Stock (Bristol) 
Holland, Hon. Lionel Raleigh 
Hornby, William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier. Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, Wm. (Belfast) 
Johnstone, John H. (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 


| Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp'l) 
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Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 


Adjournment. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh.) | 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L, H. | 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Resolutions to be reported this day. 


Str C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean): Will the Leader of the House say » 
in what order he proposes to take the | 


Votes to-morrow ? 


SURY: The first Report of Supply will 








{COMMONS} 


| Penn, John - 
| Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


obert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


NOES. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


Hazell, Walter 
Kilbride, Denis 
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; Spencer, Ernest 


| 


Spicer, Albert 


| Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 


| Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. Edw. | 
Purvis, R 


Knox, Edmund Francis Vesey | 
| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
| Ure, Alexander 


Lambert, George 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Rickett, J. Compton 


Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Ward, Hon. R, A. (Crewe) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E, 
Williams, J. P. (Birm.) 
Wodehouse,Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Hudd’rsf’ld) 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Hon. J. (Kerry, E.) 
Strachey, Edward 


Wallace, Robert (Perth) 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Wedderburn, Sir William 

| Williams, John ©. (Notts 

| Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 


| TELLERS 


| 
| 
| 


Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woods, Samuel 


FOR THE NoErs— 
Mr. Bayley and Mr. William 
Jones 


WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


| Resolved, “That, towards making good 
Tue FIRST LORD or THE TREA- | the Supply granted to Her Majesty for 


| the service of the year ending on the 31st 
| March 1899, the sum of £42,¥68,470 be 


be that relating to the Votes passed | pranted out of the Consolidated Fund of 
One reason |the United Kingdom.”—(Mr. Chancellor 
for that is that we shall be able to take | of the Hxchequer.) 


during the present sitting. 


the Local Government Board (Ireland) | 
Vote rather early in the proceedings, and | 


that, I understand, will be the most | 
appropriate Vote for the discussion which | 
the honourable Member for East Mayo | 


wishes to raise on the question of Irish 


distress. 


SUPPLY REPORT [51x 
Deferred until this day. 





Resolution to be reported this day. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


| > . 
| Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 


| of the House of the 18th day of July last, 
| Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without 


Avctst]. 


| 


Question put. 


House adjourned at 12.45, 
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Nonconformist 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, 9th August 1898. 





Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took ais 
Seat on the Woolsack at a quarter past 
Four of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAILWAYS 
AND HARBOURS BILL. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY (NEW 
WORKS) BILL. 


KEIGHLEY CORPORATION BILL. 
LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 
PAIGNTON IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
ST. HELEN’S CORPORATION BILL. 
WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 
WEY VALLEY WATER BILL. 


WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 


BILL. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. (H.L.] 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. [H.L.] 
VOL. LXIV. [FourtH Serigs. | 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 15) BILL. [H.L.] 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL. (H.L.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 10) BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


POLICE (COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS) 
(ENGLAND AND WALES). 
Reports of the Inspectors of Constabu- 
lary, for the year ended 29th September, 
1897: Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


HOUSE OF LORDS (OFFICES). 
Second Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, made; to be printed; and to be 
considered on Thursday next. (No. 209.) 





PUBLIC BUSINESS. 





INDIA OFFICE (STORE DEPOT) BILL. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
(SUPERANNUATION) BILL. 


POST OFFICE (LOCAL AUTHORITY 
GUARANTEE) BILL. 


HABITUAL INEBRIATES BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


NONCONFORMIST MARRIAGES (ATTEN- 
DANCE OF REGISTRARS) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to, with a conse 
quential Amendment to the Bill: The 
said Amendment considered (on motion) 
and agreed to. 


2B 
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LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of Burien): My Lords, 
in moving that this Bill be read a second 
time, I think it necessary to say a few 
words of explanation as to the objects 
of the Bill. The necessity of the Bill 
arose in this way. Under the Agricul- 
tural Rates Act, 1896, Scotland and 
Ireland received respectively eleven- 
eightieths and nine-eightieths of the sum 
allocated to England. The Local Govern- 
ment Bill for Ireland of the present year 
has given to Ireland the equivalent of 
half of the agricultural rates levied in 
that country ; and, of course, when that 
departure was taken, it was obviously 
unfair that Scotland should not get equal 
treatment. The object, therefore, of this 
Bill is to give to Scotland the equivalent 
of one-half of the agricultural rates levied 
in that country. The first clause, as 
your Lordships may observe, gives only 
seven-sixteenths, the reason being that 
the calculation in England is made exclu- 
sive of the value of agricultural build- 
ings, whereas in Scotland there is no such 
division. It is believed, on good autho- 
rity, that one-eighth represents the value 
of the buildings, and that accounts for 
the apparent difference between the pro- 
portions given to the two countries. The 
difference between the rating system in 
Scotland and the system in England and 
Ireland prevents the allocation of the 
money in precisely the same way, and 
therefore the Government have had to 
choose purposes to which this money 
could be properly and _ legitimately 
applied, as has been, in fact, the case 
on almost every other occasion when 
money uas been given by former Scottish 
legislation. The second clause of the 
Bill indicates the purposes to which this 
mouey is to be applied. The sum with 
which the Bill deals is a sum of about 
£95,000 a year. The Act of 1896, which 


was passed for Scotland, contained no 
definite guarantee that the whole of the 
deficiency in the rates, caused by its pro- 
visions, would be made up, but it was 
the intention of the Government that it 
should all be made up. Owing to an 
error in the calculation, the sum which 
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was allocated to Scotland, being eleven- 
eightieths, did not come up to the stan- 
dard which was first formed, and there- 
fore there has been up to the present 
time a deficiency in the sum allocated to 
Scotland, which is required to make up 
the proportion of five-eighths of the rates 
given to the agricultural occupier. The 
first purpose under this Bill is to allocate 
the sum of £20,000 for the purpose ot 
making up that deficiency. I think it 
necessary to add a caution that no 
guarantee is even now given that an 
absolute equivalent of five-eighths of the 
rates of any given year will be handed 
over, because the calculations are made 
upon the basis of the rates for the 
financial year ending May, 1896; if, in 
tne meantime, the rates have risen, there 
will still be a small deficiency. The 
second purpose mentioned in the second 
clause of the Bill is to devote £25,000 a 
year to increasing the grant to meet the 
expenses of the police in Scotland. The 
sum given in Scotland for police, unlike 
that in England, does not amount to 
one-half the total expenditure. It was 
fixed in 1889 as a definite sum of 
£155,000; and as the poptlation has 
increased, and as additions have been 
made to the police force, the proportion 
of the expenditure paid from the Imperial 
Exchequer has diminished. It is in 
no sense true to say that this in- 
crease of cost is due to extravagance 
on the part of the local authorities. The 
increase of the total sum expended upon 
police, from £310,000 in 1889 to 
£370,000 at the present time, arises from 
the necessity for more police in the more 
populous centres of Scotland. The sum 
given to Scotland for police will be raised 
to £180,000 a year, and though _ this 
does not quite work out at one-half the 
total expenditure, it will come much 
nearer to it than is the case at the pre- 
sent time. The third purpose to which 
a portion of this money is allocated is 
to enforcing the laws against trawling 
in the territorial waters. The complaints 
as to this practice have been very per- 
sistent in recent years, and it is a 
matter of common knowledge that the 
existing provisions for enforcing the 
law are not sufficient. In England 
fishery districts have been formed for en- 
forcing the law, but this is not possible 
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in the case of Scotland, and the Act of 
1885, which provided for the formation 
of Fishery Committees has, so far as its 
provisions are concerned, been almost 
entirely a dead letter. Protection to a 
certain extent has up to the present 
time been afforded by the Government, 
but it has been felt to be an injustice 
that that should be done for Scotland 
which is not done for England. The de- 
votion of £15,000 a year, which is pro- 
vided in the second clause for this pur- 
pose, is fair to Scotland and to England 
alike, because, although it does not come 
out of local rates, it comes out of money 
which is given to Scotland, and which 
would otherwise have gone to provide for 
expenditure which would have fallen 
upon the local rates. By an arrangement 
with the Treasury, the Treasury Votes 
will be wholly relieved in the future of 
any expenditure for this purpose, and I 
think that will be recognised under all 
the circumstances which I have en- 
deavoured to explain, to be fair and 
reasonable. The last sub-section of this 
clause, as well as the proviso to the 
clause, contain some important provi- 
sions for the future of Scottish educa 
tion. By the proviso, the money avail- 
able for technical education under the 
Act of 1890, which was liable under that 
Act for deduction, on account of certain 
diseases of cattle, will now cease to be 
chargeable to that particular fund, and 
will be transferred to another fund. I 
do not think anything more ridiculous 
could be imagined than making the sum 
available for technical education, one 
year with another, depend upon how 
much happened to be necessary for com- 
pensation to owners of slaughtered cattle 
in that particular year. By the provi- 
sions we now make we believe greater 
stability will be given to the amount 
which may be spent on technical educa- 
tion, and those who have the manage- 
ment of the particular form of education 
will be better able to calculate, year by 
year, what resources they will have at 
their disposal. The sub-section further 
gives the residue of the sum with which 
we are now dealing—namely, £35,000 a 
vear—to secondary and technical educa- 
tion in Scotland. We have already, 
under a former Act, £60,000 a year 
devoted for that purpose, but that 
‘sum is not nearly so large in proportion 
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to the needs of Scotland as the sum de- 
voted in England; and I am bound to 
say that owing to the particular method 
in which it is distributed some doubts 
have arisen as to whether it is spent in 
the best possible way. We hope to do 
much, not only in adding to the re- 
sources available for technical education, 
but by inducing local authorities to con- 
solidate and combine in the expenditure 
of the money which they have already at 
their disposal... Many questions of or- 
ganisation are occupying the attention of 
the Scottish Education Department and 
the precise method by which this addi- 
tional grant is to be applied will be a 
matter for future discussion. It is not 
provided for in the present Bill, and 
therefore I do not think it necessary to 
go into it at any length at the present 
time. All I can say is that the im- 
portant considerations involved are not 
being lost sight of, and that we hope in 
a short time to present a scheme which 
will command the approval of those in- 
terested in Scottish education. I beg to 
move that the Bill be read a second 
time. 


Question put. 
Bill read a second time. 


Standing Orders XXXIX. and XLV. 
suspended, and Bill read a third time 
and passed. 


OUT-DOOR RELIEF (IRELAND) BILL. 


Housa in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Then Standing Orders Nos. 
XXXIX. and XLV. considered (accord- 
ing to order), and dispensed with. Bill 
read a third time, and passed. 


SEED SUPPLY AND POTATO SPRAYING 
(IRELAND) BILL. 


KINGSTOWN HARBOUR ROADS TRANS- 
FER BILL. 


METROPOLITAN COMMONS BILL. 
EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


Read a third time (according to order). 
and passed. 
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LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACTS. ment made two objections to the 
Return I asked for. The first ob- 


*Lorp CLONBROCK : My Lords, I beg 
to move for a Return showing, for the 
12 months ended 30th November, 1897 
(by counties), in respect of cases in which 
fair rents were fixed under the Land Law 
(Ireland) Acts by Assistant Commis- 
sioners, and in which applications for re- 
hearings were lodged and proceeded with, 
and in which court valuers reported 
what, in their opinion, should be the fair 
rent— 


“T. The total number of such cases; 


“TI. The aggregate rental before the hearing 
by the Assistant Commissioners ; 

“TII. The aggregate rental as fixed by the 
Assistant Commissioners ; 

“TV. The aggregate amount reported by the 
court valuers as, in their opinion, 
the fair rent ; 

“V. The number of cases (in III.) in which 
the court valuers agreed with the 
fair rents fixed by the Assistant 
Commissioners, and the _ total 
amount of such fair rents; 

“VI. The number of cases (in III.) in which 
the fair rents in the court valuers’ 
reports exceeded the fair rents fixed 
by the Assistant Commissioners, and 
the aggregate amount of such rents, 
and of the difference ; 


The number of cases (in III.) in 
which the fair rents in the court 
valuers’ reports were less than the 
fair rents fixed by the Assistant 
Commissioners, and the aggregate 


gh si 


amount of such rents, and of the 
difference ; 

“VIII. The aggregate rental ultimately 
fixed on rehearing by the Land 
Commission ; 

“IX. The number of eases (in VIII.) in 


which the Land Commission fixed 
the fair rent at the figures in the 
court valuers’ reports, and the 
aggregate amount of such rents; 


The number of cases (in VIII.) in 
which the fair rents fixed by the 
Land Commission exceeded the 
figures in the court valuers’ reports, 
the aggregate amount of the rents 
so fixed, and of the difference ; 


The number of cases (in VIII.) in 
which the fair rents fixed by the 
Land Commission were less than 
the figures in the court valuers’ 
reports, the aggregate amount of 
such rents, and of the difference.” 


When I 
similar 


“xX. 


“XI, 


for a 
this a 


moved 
Return to 


somewhat 
week ago 


the noble Earl [the Earl of Denbigh] 
who 


replied on behalf of the Govern- 





jection he made was that part of 
the information sought for was 
already contained in the Report of 
the Land Commission, of which he 
was good enough to give me a copy 
at the time. That was with reference to 
the decisions in fair-rent cases come to 
by the Assistant Commissioners and the 
subsequent decisions of the Court of 
Re-hearing. The second objection he 
made was with reference to the other 
point on which I asked for infor- 
mation—namely, the Reports of the 
court valuers as to the fixing of fair 
rents. The noble Earl said that it was 
impossible to give a complete Return 
in the shape I asked for, inasmuch 


as a change had _ been introduced 
during the period I mentioned; that 
by instructions subsequently given 


to the court valuers they were ordered 
not to report as to the fair rent, but as 
to the letting value of the holdings in 
each case, and, therefore, the cases being 
different, the same comparison could not 
be instituted between their Reports and 
the decisions of the Assistant Commis- 
sioners, and of the Court of Re-hearing. 
As to the first objection raised by the 
noble Earl, I must remark that, in 
moving for the Return on the last occa- 
sion, my object was not to compare the 
findings of the Assistant Commissioners 
with those of the Court of Re-hearing. I 
was perfectly aware that these figures 
were to be found in the Report, but they 
did not answer the object I had in view, 
which was to compare the Reports of the 
court valuers with those of the Assistant 
Commissioners and the Court of Re hear- 
ing. The noble Earl was perfeeily accu- 
rate in saying that there had been an 
alteration in the manner in which the 
court valuers reported, but the Return 
I asked for could have been given for part 
of the time, and for the larger part, 
as the change was only introduced iti 
December. I should have been glad to 
have received it, on the principle that 
half a loaf is better than no bread. I then 
asked leave to amend my Motion, and the 
noble Earl stated very properly that if I 
did that he could not be expected to give 
an answer without notice. I have accord- 
ingly brought up the Motion in a different 
form, and I now ask for Returns for the 
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twelve months ending November fast 
year. During that period there can be 
no doubt that the court valuers did 
report on the fair rent. In order to 
compare them properly with the decisions 
of the Assistant Commissioners and 
Court of Re-hearing, they must be printed 
together, and that is my reason for 
asking for this Return. It is a matter 
of great interest to others in Ireland be- 
sides landlords that this Return should 
be granted, in order that people can know 
exactly the position in which they stand 
in the matter of appeals. In the Report 
of the Fry Commission they deal severely 
enough with some of the Reports 
of the court valuers. They state 
that in several instances brought 
before their notice there was such 
“slavish copying” by the court vatuers 
of the previous decisions of the Assistant 
Commissioners that arithmetical mistakes 
which appeared in one were reproduced 
in the other. On the other hand, I know 
a case to which no such exception could 
be taken where the court valuers gave an 
estimate of the fair rent differing 
materially from that of the Assistant 
Commissioners, and where the decision 
of the Court of Re-hearing differed again 
from that. As far as my present informa- 
tion goes that is an isolated case, but 
there may be more of them, and I think 
it would be only fair that the whole of 
the proceedings during the year should 
be stated, so that we may form a proper 
opinion upon them. If we find a disincli- 
nation on the part of the Land Com- 
mission to give this information, we shall 
he irresistibly driven to the conclusion that 
if the case I have mentioned is not an 
isolated one, it is, at any rate, a very 
rare one; for if they could show a 
decided variation between the Reports of 
the court valuers and the Assistant Com- 
missioners they would be willing to allow 
them to be made public, especially in 
view of the statements contained in the 
Report of the Fry Commission. I 
hope the Government will consider the 
importance of giving this Return, and 
agree to my Motion. 


Tue Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
the noble Lord is quite accurate in the 
remarks he made with regard to my 
answer the other day. I am sorry that I 
was not able to give him a full reply to 
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the Question he then asked. I said that 
if he would put the Question on the 
Paper in an amended form it would 
receive consideration. I did not promise 
him anything definite in the way of an 
answer, and I can only tell him now that 
the Irish Land Commissioners report that 
the preparation of the Return which the 
noble Lord asks for would involve a care- 
ful examination of the Papers in each of 
some 1,500 cases, and would considerably 
retard the work of their Department, 
while, at the same time, it would serve no 
useful purpose, since the figures would be 
most misleading, as in numerous cases 
the decisions in the re-hearings were 
based on evidence and circumstances 
which had not been taken into considera- 
tion by the court valuers in preparing 
their reports. As I pointed out to the 
noble Lord, full statistics with reference 
to the decisions of the Commissioners in 
the appeal cases appear in the annual 
Reports of their proceedings, and in the 
published Returns of the Commissioners, 
all of which are circulated as Parliamen- 
tary Papers. I regret to inform the noble 
Lord that, having regard to the foregoing 
objections raised by the Irish Land Com- 
mission, Her Majesty’s Government are 
unable to consent to the Return he asks 
for. 


*Lorp CLONBROCK: My Lords, I am 
very much disappointed with the answer 
of the noble Earl, and I cannot conceive 
that the labour of preparing these Re 
turns would be so great as has been 
represented. It seams manifest that 
the Land Commissioners are afraid 
of publicity, and wish to conceal the 
action of their subordinates. I am sur- 
prised to find that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment do not see this, but allow them to 
draw a veil over and screen from 
the light of day the effects of a 
system of which the Government have 
always maintained that they highly dig 
approve, and the introduction of which 
they so strenuously resisted when in 
Opposition. I have nothing further to 
do but to withdraw my Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
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GRAND JURY CESS AND POOR RATES. 
Viscount TEMPLETOWN : My Lords, 


I beg to move for a Return showing— 


“I. For each county in Ireland (the North 
and South Ridings of county Tip- 
perary to be treated as separate 
counties) for each of the tive years 
ended respectively on 3lst July, 
1893, 1894, 1895, 1896, and 1897, 
the amount of the grand jury cess 
which was— 

1. Directed to be levied under the 
county treasurer’s warrants ; 

2. Lodged to credit of county 
treasurer by the barony col- 
lectors ; 

3. Re-presented on the premises 
as arrears deemed to be re- 
coverable ; 

4. Re-presented on the barony as 
insolvencies, etc., deemed to 
be irrecoverable : 

“TI. For each poor law union in Ireland, 
for each of the five years ended 
respectively on 31st August, 1893, 
1894, 1895, 1896, and 1897, the 
amount of the poor rate (including 
all charges levied as poor rate) 
which was— 

1. Directed to be raised in the 
warrants issued to the poor 
rate collectors ; 

2. Actually levied by the poor 


Markey v. 


rate collectors under same 
warrants ; 
3. Treated as irrecoverable.” 


Tue Earn or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
the Motion of the noble Viscount has 
been submitted to the Local Government 
Board for report, and I am afraid I can- 
not do more than give the answer of the 
Local Government Board. They say that, 
in their opinion, the Return would involve 
very considerable expense, and would give 
an immense deal of trouble to county 
officers and poor law officers, at a time 
when they are working at high pressure 
in preparing for the Local Government 
Bill. The Government hope, therefore, 
that the Return will not be pressed for. 

Viscount TEMPLETOWN : Inview of 
the fact that the whole attitude of Her 
Majesty's Government in the matter of 
Returns relating to Ireland is so unsatis- 
factory, I withdraw my Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


MARKEY v. EARL OF GOSFORD. 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN : My Lords, I 
beg to ask Her Majesty's Government 
whether their attention has been called to 
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the answer they gave to the Motion of 
Friday last for a copy of the proceedings 
and evidence in the case of Markey v. 
Earl of Gosford, and what the facts are? 
It may be in the recollection of some 
noble Lords that I moved on Friday last 
for a Return containing a copy of the 
official shorthand writer’s notes of the 
proceedings and evidence in the case of 
Markey v. Earl of Gosford, befor 
the Irish Land Commission. The noble 
Earl who replied on behalf of the 
Government [the Earl of Denbigh] said 
the evidence was fully and carefully 
stated in the judgments so far as was 
necessary for a decision, and upon that 
I withdrew my Motion. I then obtained 
a copy of the Irish Law Times Reports, 
and referred to the judgments in the case 
of Markey v. Earl of Gosford, wits 
the hope of finding in them the evidence 
and the other particulars I had asked for. 
I hold those judgments in my hand at 
the present moment. I have read them 
through twice very carefully, and have 
spoken to others who have read them, 
but we all agree that there is no refer- 
ence at all in them to the evidence that 
was given in the case. So far as I can 
sea there is not one single word of the 
evidence in these judgments. I admit 
that there are opinions based on the evi- 
dence, but I asked for a copy of the evi- 
dence. It was communicated to me from 
Ireland that the case had not been dealt 
with according to the wishes of those on 
behalf of whom I was moving ; that is to 
say, they complained that the details of 
the case—the evidence—had not been 
brought out in the judgments, nor in this 
House; and I understand that the 
answer which was given bythe noble Earl 
[the Earl of Denbigh] the other evening 
does not meet the case. I therefore, my 
Lords, venture to ask Her Majesty’s 
Government whether their attention has 
been called to the answer they gave to 
my Motion on Friday last, and what the 
facts are? 


Tue Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
the noble Viscount asks me to tell him 
what the facts of the case are. I am 
afraid it is rather a large order to expect 
me to go into the decision which was 
given by a legal tribunal, and which was 
not apvealed against, in regard to this 
case; and I submit that it is not compe- 
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tent for your Lordships to discuss this 
matter in that way. With regard to the 
answer I gave the other day, I then said 
that the evidence was fully and carefully 
stated, “so far as was necessary.” ‘sue 
noble Viscount will mark the qualifying 
phrase I used—‘“so far as was neces- 
sary.” I am afraid he considers that con- 
siderably more was necessary than was 
actually stated. I only gave him the 
answer of the Law Officers of the Irish 
yovernment. I did not in any way 
mean to infer that the evidence was 
directly quoted in the judgments. The 
question in this case is practically one 
of law, and I have only to say that so far 
as it was necessary for the consideration 
of that question, the matter was dealt 
with in the judgments, which, as the 
noble Viscount is aware, are reported at 
length. 

Viscount TEMPLETOWN: My Lords, 
I do not know whether I am entitled to 
make any remark upon the reply of the 
noble Earl, but he said on Friday that 
the evidence was fully and carefully 
stated in the judgments. I ask him to 
show me where in the judgments the evi- 
dence is stated. 


Tue Eart or DENBIGH: I said “as 


far as was necessary.” 


Viscount TEMPLETOWN: We can- 


not discover a shred of evidence there. 


House adjourned at 5.5. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 9th August 1898. 





Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


———— 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL. 
(In pursuance of the Order of the 
House of 8th August) Lords’ Amendments 
considered, and agreed to. 
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PETITIONS. 


—_ 


CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND. 
Against, from Dysart and Kirkcaldy ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 


Against State Regulation, from Wood 
Green and Woolwich; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE 
(EXTENSION TO WOMEN) BILL. 


From Croydon, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SCIENCE AND ART GRANTS. 


From Shrewsbury, for Alteration of 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, Ete. 


—_—— 


RATES (NON-PAYMENT) (SCOTLAND). 


Return [presented &th August] to be 
printed. [No. 376.] 


LOCAL AUTHORITY (SCOTLAND) (CON- 
DITIONS OF CONTRACTS). 
Return [presented 8th August] to be 
printed. [No. 377.] 


ARMY. 

Copy presented of Memorandum dated 
28th April, 1898, issued by the Com- 
mander-in-Chief [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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RAILWAYS (SHUNTING ACU:DENTS). 

Return presented relative thereto [or- 
dered 28th June ; Mr. Maddison]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
378.] 


POLICE (COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS). 

Copy presented of Reports of Her 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Constabulary for 
the year ending 29th September, 1897 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 379.] 


INLAND REVENUE. 

Copy presented of Forty-first Report 
of the Commissioners (for the year ended 
31st March, 1898) [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


CUSTOMS. 

Copy presented of Forty-second Report 
of the Commissioners (for the year ended 
31st March, 1898) [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE. 
Copy presented of Forty-iourth Report 
of the Postmaster General {by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


IRISH DAY MAILS (COMMITTEE). 

Copy presented of Report of Com- 
mittee appointed by the Treasury to in- 
quire into the acceleration of the Irish 
Day Mails; with Minutes of Evidence 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS. 
Return presented relative thereto [or- 
dered 23rd June ; Mr. Hobhouse] ; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
380.] 
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EDUCATION (PRIMARY AND SECOND. 
ARY SCHOOLS). 

Return presented relative thereto [or- 

dered 4th August; Colonel Lockwood] ; 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 381.] 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES) 
(No. 2, 1898). 

Copy presented of a General Order 
issued by the Commander-in-Chief in 
India, on 14th July, 1897, regarding the 
means of checking Venereal Diseases 
among the British Troops in India [by 


Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL TAXATION (IRELAND) RETURNS 

Copy presented of Returns for the year 
1897 [by Command]; te lie upon the 
Table. 


NAVY (PRIZE FIRING). 
Return presented relative thereto for- 
dered 5th August Sir John Colomb]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


—— 


POST OFFICE (LOCAL AUTHORITY 
GUARANTEE) BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
(SUPERANNUATION) BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
forthwith ; considered. and agreed io. 
[Special Entry.] 











Indian 


NONCONFORMIST MARRIAGES 
(ATTENDANCE OF REGISTRARS) BILL. 

Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
ferthwith ; considered, and agreed to; 
with a Consequential Amendment to the 
Bill. 
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COMPANIES BILL. [H.L.] 

Ordered, That a Message be sent to the 
Lords to request that their Lordships 
will be pleased to communicate to this 
House a Copy of the Report from the 
Select Committee appointed by their 
Lordships on the Companies Bill, with 
the Proceedings of the Committee, 
Minutes of Evidence, Ete.—( Mr. Ritchie.) 


COPYRIGHT BILL AND COPYRIGHT 
(AMENDMENT) BILL. [H.L.] 

Ordered, That a Message be sent to the 
Lords to request that their Lordships 
will be pleased to communicate to this 
House a Copy of the Report from the 
Select Committee appointed by their 
Lordships on the Copyright Bill and the 
Copyright (Amendment) Bill [H.L.], with 
the Proceedings of the Committee, 
Minutes of Evidence, Ete—/(Mr. 
Attorney General.) 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Ordered, That the Standing Orders, as 
amended, be printed—/Mr. James 
William Lowther.) [No. 382.] 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to— 
METROPOLITAN COMMON POOR FUND 
BILL, 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (MERCANTILE 
MARINE FUND) BILL, 
TRUSTS (SCOTLAND) BILL, 
without Amendment. 


Amendments to Amendments to— 
LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL, 
without Amendment. 


That they do not insist on their 
Amendment to Vaccination Bill to which 
this House has disagreed. 


{9 Avaust 1898} 





Tariffs. 
TELEPHONES. 


Report from the Select Committee 
brought up and read ; Report to lie upsn 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 383.] 
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QUESTIONS. 


SHOOTING IN THE ARMY. 
CotoneL Sir H. VINCENT (Shef- 


field, Ecclesall): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for 
War if the attention of Lord 


Lansdowne has been drawn to the recent 
observations of Field Marshal Lord 
Roberts, Commander-in-Chief in Ireland, 
as to the paramount necessity of greater 
efforts being made to improve the shoot- 
ing of the Army, and to his declaration 
that, under the conditions of modern 
warfare, mere drill except to enable the 
modern rifle to be used with the best 
advantage is little more than playing at 
soldiers, the Government will make 
serious endeavour to acquire, with the 
pecuniary help of Parliament, before the 
increase of population and _ buildings 
make it impossible, suitable ranges 
throughout the country! 


Toe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. St. Jonn Broprick, Surrey, 
Guildford) : Every effort is being made to 
acquire new ranges and to improve others 
in various central positions. Two ranges 
have already been established on the 
land recently acquired on Salisbury Plain, 
and accommodation will be available 
there after this year for camping and for 
rifle practice for any Volunteer corps who 
may desire to use the ground, as well as 
for the Regular Army. 


INDIAN TARIFFS. 

Coronet Sir H. VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India if he 
will commend to the consideration of the 
Indian Government the example set on 
Ist August, 1898, by the Dominion of 
Canada in the admission of imports from 
the United Kingdom and India, or 
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containing 25 per cent. of British labour, 
at a reduction of one-fourth the duty levi- 
able upon foreign goods?! 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamittron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): In view of the circum- 
stances under which the import duties 
now in force in India were imposed, and 
of the relatively small proportion which 
they bear to the value of the articles 
imported, I am not prepared to recom- 
mend the reduction of them suggested by 
the honourable Member. 


WORKMEN’S TRAINS, 

Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade if his attention has been called 
to the hardship and inconvenience which 
a large number of men engaged in the 
printing trade have to suffer through the 
want of an early morning train from 
Farringdon Street Station similar to 
those now being run by other railways in 
that district ; and will the Board of Trade 
exercise the powers conferred upon them 
by the 1883 Act so as to cause the rail- 
way company to provide the necessary 
train accommodation? 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby, for Mr. Rrrcnig): Yes, 
Sir; the attention of the Board of Trade 
has been directed to this case, and they 
have communicated with the company, 
referring to the provisions of the Cheap 
Trains Act, and intimating their intention 
to order an inquiry. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the serious overcrowding of 
trains on the London, Tilbury, and 
Southend line ; and whether he will use 
his influence with this company to induce 
them to run additional services to pre- 
vent the great inconvenience to the 
public which is now normal? 


Tue PRESIDENT or rae BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Rircne): 
Yes, Sir; the Board of Trade have from 


Colonel Sir H. Vincent. 














time to time communicated with the 
company on this subject, and they would 
be glad to use their influence with the 
company to induce them to run addi- 
tional trains. In answer to an appeal 
of this description, however, the company 
have already replied that their 


“running powers into Fenchurch _ Street 
Station are limited, and that the Great Eastern 
Railway Company express their inability 
to grant additional accommodation.” 


The managing director adds— 


“Tt is, therefore, impossible for us to run 
more or longer trains than we are doing at 
the present time, and until the construction 
of the Whitechapel and Bow line is carried 
out, I do not see much prospect of an in- 
creased train service to London in connection 
with the Tilbury line.” 


*. 


DEPTFORD VICTUALLING YARD. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty whether it is the intention 
of the Admiralty to discharge a number 
of the hired labourers at present em- 
ployed at Deptford Victualling Yard? 


Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. AvsteN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): During the last few 
months some additional labourers have 
been entered at Deptford Yard for tem- 
porary service, in connection with the 
transfer of the naval store depdt to the 
West India Docks. When this work is 
finished, their engagement will cease. No 
other discharges are at present contem- 
plated. 


Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether, 
during the present year, the Admiralty 
have discontinued the manufacture of 
mustard, pepper, and chocolate at Dept- 
ford Victualling Yard; whether large 
orders for each of these articles have 
been given to private contractors ; 
whether the mustard and _ chocolate 
already delivered by the contractors has 
been found to be inferior in quality to 
that previously manufactured at Deptford 
Victualling Yard; and whether it is the 
intention of the Admiralty to reconsider 
the question of manufacturing these 
articles at Deptford Victualling Yard? 
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Tue SECRETARY to tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macarrney, Antrim, 8.): 
The manufacture of mustard and pepper 
was discontinued last year. Chocolate is 
still manufactured, although orders have 
been placed and considerable quantities 
obtained from the private trade. ‘The 
mustard and chocolate delivered by con- 
tractors have not been found inferior to 
the Deptford production. There is no 
intention of re-establishing the manufac- 
ture of mustard and pepper. 


ORDNANCE SURVEY OFFICE, 
SOUTHAMPTON. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether he is aware that workmen em- 
ployed on skilled work in the copper 
plate store at the Ordnance Survey Office, 
Southampton, receive lower wages than 
workmen employed on similar work in 
the other departments of the survey at 
Southampton; and whether he will 
favourably consider the claims of these 
men to be paid the same wages as in 
the other departments? 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE: The workmen referred 
to are employed on duty inferior in 
character to that of those engaged in 
other branches, and it is reasonable, 
therefore, that they should be paid at a 
lower rate. They are, however, eligible 
for promotion when qualified, and as 
vacancies occur. No request for a higher 
rating has been made by the men them- 
selves, and I have nothing before me 
which would suggest that any alteration 
is called for. 


COLCHESTER GRAMMAR SCHOOL. 


Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: (Notts, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the honourable 
Member for Thirsk, as a Charity Commis- 
sioner, whether the scheme for the 
management of the Colchester Grammar 
School, just placed in the hands of Mem- 
bers, is the same scheme as that which 
was condemned by the town council of 
Colchester early in the present year ; and 
whether the final sanction of the Charity 
Commissioners will be withheld until 
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Parliament has had an opportunity of 
considering the scheme next Session? 


Toe PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
York, N.R., Thirsk): The scheme is the 
same as that respecting which the town 
council of Colchester passed, on 6th 
January, 1897, a resolution of disap- 
proval. But on Ist August, 1894, the 
council had resolved that they assented 
to the scheme subject to a certain altera- 
tion, which alteration was made by the 
Commissioners, and is embodied in the 
scheme now before Parliament. The 
approval of a scheme under the Endowed 
Schools Acts, does not rest with the 
Charity Commissioners, but with Her 
Majesty the Queen; but before that 
approval is given the scheme will have 
to lie upon the Table for two months 
next Session. 


KILLING OF PATRICK CONNOR. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Attorney General for Ireland 
whether his attention has been called to 
the language used by a magistrate, Mr. 
James 'E. Butler, on the 2nd July last, in 
Waterville Courthouse, on the occasion 
of the trial of John and Jeremiah Rior- 
dan, two water bailiffs, for the killing of 
Patrick Connor, when he stated that 
he would go bail for these men with 
great pleasure ; that he (Connor) deserved 
what he got; and that what he was 
doing was very different from poaching ; 
and whether he will direct the attention 
of the Lord Chancellor to the conduct of 
Mr. Butler? 


Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxrnson, Londonderry, N.) : 
I have caused inquiries to be made into 
the incident referred to, and have been 
unable to ascertain whether Mr. Butler 
made use of the language attributed to 
him or not. I may point out, however, 
that Mr. Butler did not act as a magis- 
trate in the case, and that anything he 
may have said was said in the course of 
the evidence he gave as a witness to 
character of the accused. Under these 
circumstances it does not appear to be a 
case calling for the Lord Chancellor’s 
intervention. 








Roman Coothill 


MODEL SCHOOL, CORK. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that a vacancy has been 
created in the head-mastership of the 
Model School, Cork; and whether, in 
view of the inquiry into the system of 
model schools now in progress, he will 
communicate with the National Educa- 
tion Board, pointing out the inadvisa- 
bility of creating new vested interests by 
further appointments before the Com- 
mittee have come to some conclusion on 
the subject? 
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Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. Gerra.p 
Batrour): I shave communicated this 
Question to the Commissioners of 


National Education, who state that a 
vacancy will be created in the head- 
mastership of the Cork Model School on 
7th September, and that it would be 
inadvisable to fail to provide for the 
education of the pupils of that school by 
delaying unduly the appointment of a 
head-master. 


VICTOR DE L’HERAULT’S ESTATE. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer if he will furnish 
a full and detailed statement of all in- 
vestments, receipts, and payments in con- 
nection with the estate of Victor de 
VHerault, late of Shannon Lodge, Carrick- 
on-Shannon, from 1879 to the present 
date, as is required by the Act of 39 and 
40 Victoria? 


Mr. ATKINSON : My right honourable 
Friend has asked me to reply to this 
Question. To enable me to do so, and 
to make the necessary inquiries, I will 
ask the honourable Member to repeat the 
Question on Thursday next. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY 
EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
drawn to the case of William Crowcroft, 
an examiner on the Great Northern Rail- 
way, who, having sent a memorial to the 
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directors on behalf of certain sections of 
his fellow workers in the months of 
January and February of this year, was 
dismissed by the company in the montf 
of April on the pretext that he had 
neglected his duties, the alleged neglect 
being that he did not give notice before 
8.45 a.m. that he was unfit to go to work 
owing to sudden illness; whether he is 
aware that Crowcroft had been in the 
company’s service 16 years without any 
previous fault being found with him; 
and whether he will undertake to inquire 
into this matter in accordance with the 
understanding that railway men who 
bring forward any grievance of their 
fellow workmen in a proper manner shall 
be protected against harsh treatment?! 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Rrrcme): 
The Board of Trade are not aware of 
any such “understanding” on their part 
as that referred to in the concluding 
paragraph of the honourable Member’s 
Question. The Department has no power 
of interference as regards the hiring or 
dismissal of railway servants, nor can 
they as a rule undertake to communicate 
with the companies in regard thereto. 
On a recent occasion they communicated 
with certain companies with reference to 
a specific complaint that some men had 
been dismissed for taking a course which 
had been recommended by the Board of 
Trade. Crowcroft—referred to in the 
honourable Member’s Question—was one 
of the men involved in the complaint, and 
the Board are in possession of the com- 
pany’s reply. The general manager 
says— 

“The case was not in any sense a matter 
of punishment. Crowcroft, being physically 
incapable of performing the duties of examiner, 
was offered other employment, which 
he declined to accept. Under these circum- 
stances, I regret I was unable to do anything 
further for him.” 


ROMAN COOTHILL POOR RATE. 

Mr. DILLON: On behalf of the 
honourable Member for South Monaghan 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the Local Government 
Board auditor, who recently visited 
Roman Coothill Workhouse, stated in 
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his report that too much poor rate was 
outstanding; that rate collector M‘Kay 
made no lodgment from 19th March until 
9th July and kept the money of the 
guardians meantime in his hands; and 
that rate collector M‘Kay tore out the 
receipts from his books and presented the 
blocks for inspection to the clerk of the 
union; and whether he will direct a 
sworn inquiry into the conduct of M‘Kay? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The facts are as 
stated in the first paragraph. The Local 
Government Board thave requested the 


guardians to call upon collector M‘Kay to | 


furnish a written explanation respecting 
the irregularities on his part to which the 
auditor ‘has drawn attention, and on 
receipt of his explanation the Board will 
determine what action should be taken 
by them in reference to this matter. 


WRECK INQUIRIES AT CARDIFF. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- | 


shire, Eifion): On behalf of the 
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of which time the assessors and severu 
of the witnesses were detained at cou- 
siderable daily cost, while the shipowners, 
professional men, and others connected 
with the case were put to great incon- 
venience. Another inquiry occupying 
only 12 hours extended over six days. 
It being contrary to the provisions of the 
Merchant Shipping Act to hold inquiries 
before the ordinary justices in any place 
where the stipendiary magistrate is a 
member of the Local Marine Board, as at 
| Cardiff, the Board of Trade deemed it 
| their duty to hold the recent inquiry, by 











way of experiment, at Newport. The 
insta sat for five hours, and con- 
cluded the inquiry in one day, judgment 
being delivered on the following morning. 
The Board of Trade will, of course, be 
happy to consider any representations 
which may be made to them on the 


subject by or on behalf of the Cardiff 
shipowners. 


SERGEANT SULLIVAN’S SURETIES. 


| Mr. DILLON: On behalf of the 


honourable Member for Merthyr Tydfil! honourable Member for West Mayo I beg 
I beg to ask the President of the Board| to ask the Chief Secretary to the Locd 
of Trade whether it is the intention of| Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten 
the Board of Trade to remove the wreck] tion has been drawn to the fact that 
inquiries relating to Cardiff-owned vessels | County Inspector Milling, of Westport, 


to Newport (Mon.); and, if so, what are| county Mayo, and District Inspector 





the reasons, and why the Cardiff Shiv- 
owners’ Association has not been made 
acquainted with the change? 


Tuz PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Rrrcnie): 
The Board of Trade have not come te 
any decision to remove the whole of the 
wreck inquiries relating to Cari:#- 
owned vessels to Newport. In the case 
of one Cardiff-owned vessel, they, how 
ever, recently directed the inquiry to ke 
held at Newport in the following cic- 
cumstances: they have for some time 
had their attention drawn to the excep- | 
tional number of days occupied in hear. | 
ing inquiries at Cardiff, and to the un-| 
certainty of the sittings, owing to the | 
large demands necessarily made upon the | 
time of the stipendiary magistrate in the | 
performance of his ordinary magisterial 
duties—for example, in a recens case, au 
inquiry occupying only 43 hours ex-| 
tended over 13 days, during the whole 





Dalton, of Newport, county Mayo, are 
the bails for Sergeant Sullivan, of New- 
port, who awaits his trial on a criminal 
charge ; and whether officers of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary are permitted by the 
rules of the force to go bail for police- 
men against whom criminal charges have 
been made? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. The 
constabulary regulations do not prohibit 
officers from going bail for members of 
the force charged with criminal offences. 


TRUCK ACT. 
Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 


| for the Home Department whether only 


inspectors of factories or mines are em- 
powered under the Truck Act, 1896, to 
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demand in writing the contract, or a 
true copy thereof, made by an employer 
with the employees respecting fines, or 
to examine the register of fines such 
measure stipulates shall be kept open for 
inspection ; and, if only such inspectors 
are competent to perform these duties, 
whether he is aware that on railways 
these inspectors have no jurisdiction, the 
effective operation of the Act being thus 
rendered impossible? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Wurre 
Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool): It is 
quite true that the only inspectors who 
have jurisdiction under the Act are the 
inspectors of factories and mines, and 
that the working of railways does not 
fall within their province. I cannot 
agree, however, that the effective opera- 
tion of the Act is thus rendered impos- 
sible, as the Act provides for the work- 
man himself obtaining, on demand, a 


copy of the contract or of the notice con- | 


taining its terms; and in regard to the 
register, though there is no inspector 
whose duty it is to examine it in the 
case of railways, it would, in the event of 
a prosecution, be available for production 
in court as evidence. 


Mr. MADDISON: Does not the right 
honourable Gentleman think that the 
deterrent value of the register of fines 
is in such cases 





Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


is a matter of opinion. 


TEMPORARY CIVIL ASSISTANTS. 

Sir F. EVANS (Southampton): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
there has been no opportunity this Ses- 
sion of discussing the Ordnance Survey 
Vote, he could now state if the Govern- 
sment are prepared to remedy the serious 
grievances of the temporary civil assis- 
tants by granting them superannuation 
allowances, and so admitting the per- 
manent nature of their employment! 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 THs 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry, Pres- 
ton): I have received representations 


Mr. Maddison. 
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[on this subject from the temporary civil 

assistants, and have given them careful 
consideration. There are some portions 
of the business of the survey now in 
| progress which will be completed within 
| a limited time. I do not think, therefore, 
[that the Government would be justified 
|in doing anything to give an appearance 
| of permanence to employment which is 
| not in fact likely to be permanent. 


| Mr. DILLON: Will the right honour- 
| able Gentleman endeavour to get the 
| Vote brought on at an early period next 
| Session, as I think I am in a position to 
'prove that the statement is quite un- 
founded ! 


[No Reply.] 


MILITARY PUNISHMENTS. 

Mr. MENDL (Plymouth): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
a sentence of five years’ penal servitude 
passed at a general court-martial held 
at Shorncliffe on private Charles Warren, 
Highland Light Infantry, for striking an 
officer in the face with his cap, such 
sentence to be followed at its expiration 
by the discharge of the prisoner from 
the service with ignominy; whether he 
| will state the circumstances under which 
| the offence with which the prisoner was 
| charged was committed; and whether 
| there were any, and what, special reasons 
| for inflicting this punishment ? 





| 
| 

Mr. BRODRICK: Private Warren 
having been convicted of desertion, was 
undergoing a sentence of imprisonment 
with hard labour, and when the orderly 
officer on duty visited the guard-room 
cells, where Private Warren was confined, 
the man stated that he had a complaint 
to make. Warren said he had made a 
previous complaint, but could get no satis- 
faction, and protested against his punish- 
ment. The orderly officer having ascer- 
tained that Warren was a court-martial 
prisoner, told him that his complaint was 
frivolous, and on the soldier “ threatening 
he would smash everything he could lay 
his hands on,” advised him against such 
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folly. Private Warren then struck the 
officer in the face with the cap which he 
was holding in his hand. He pleaded 
guilty to the charge, was convicted, and 
Her Majesty, on the advice of the Judge 
Advocate General, confirmed the proceed- 
ings. The prisoner has a bad record, 
having. within the last 20 months been 
twice convicted of felony and once of 
being “on premises with unlawful 
intent.” 


BARRACK ACCOMMODATION IN 
SOTLAND. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether, seeing that the total ex- 
penditure on the provision of barrack 
accommodation, excluding maintenance, 
during the five years 1892-7 was in Eng- 
land £2,295,000, Scotland £35,000, Ire- 
land £581,000, he could state what was 
the total expenditure respectively in the 
three countries during the preceding five 
years 1887-92; also, seeing that the 
annual average expenditure for that pur- 
pose ‘has been in England £460,000, in 
Ireland £116,000, in Scotland £7,000, 
he would state what sum is allowed this 
year to the General Officer commanding 
North British District for expenditure 
in Scotland? 


Mr. BRODRICK : The amount allotted 
for expenditure this year in Scotland on 
barrack accommodation is £21,000. It 
will take some little time to check the 
figures given in the Question for the 
years 1892-7, and to collect the figures 
for 1887-92. 


GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES AND THE 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT. 
Mr. LEWIS: (Flint Burghs): I beg 

to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 

whether workmen in the employ of the 

Government will have a choice between 

the proposed alternative Government 

scheme to the Workmen’s Compensation 

Act and the provisions of the Act itself ; 

whether any difference will be made in 

regard to conditions of employment or 
otherwise between workmen who accept 
the alternative scheme and those who 
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prefer not to contract out of the Act, 
or whether their choice will be perfectly 
free ; and whether the terms of the alter- 
native Government scheme will be laid 
upon the Table of the House? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Registrar of 
Friendly Societies is at present ascertain- 
ing the views of Government workmen 
upon the proposed alternative scheme. 
If the result of his inquiry enables him 
to certify the scheme, its adoption will 
be a matter of contract between the 
Government and the workmen under sec- 
tion 3 of the Act. The answer to the 
second paragraph is in the negative. 
When the scheme is finally approved it 
will be laid before the House. 


Mr. LEWIS: Have the workmen a 
perfectly free choice between the provi- 
sions of the scheme and those of the 
Act? 


Mr. HANBURY: I have not seen the 
Question before this. The reply supplied 
me is that the answer to the second para- 
graph is in the negative; as the para- 
graph contains two Questions, I cannot 
say which it refers to. 


CHINA. 

Mr. ASCROFT (Oldham): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether any reply has 
been received from the Chinese Govern- 
ment in answer to the representation 
made by Her Majesty’s Government 
through Sir Claude MacDonald; and 
whether there is any objection to the 
same being placed upon the Table of 


this House before the adjournment of 
Parliament ? 


Tut UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. G. N. 
Curzon, Lancashire, Southport): Sir 
Claude MacDonald reported by telegraph 
on 25th July that the Chinese Govern- 
ment had expressed their gratitude to 
Her Majesty’s Government for the pro 
mise of support which had been given 
to them, and added that no threat of 
aggression had been made. As I have 
given the contents of the telegram in 
question, there would be no object in 
laying it separately upon the Table. 
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COMMERCIAL ATTACHE FOR 
ROUMANIA. 


Mr. ASCROFT: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, considering the great 
impetus given to British trade by the 
recent appointment of a Commercial 
Attaché for Bulgaria, he will consider 
the advisability of making a similar ap- 
pointment for Roumania; whether hr is 
aware that, whilst a port tax of one-half 
per cent. is charged on all goods shipped 
to Bucharest from this country, all goods 
despatched by train from Italy, Ger- 
many, or Switzerland are free from such 
tax; and whether he is aware that such 
tax is no longer used for the purpose for 
which it was imposed; and, if not, will 
he make inquiries with a view to repre- 
sentations being made to the Roumanian 
Government in order that same may be 
removed ? 


Mr. CURZON: A special Commercial 
Attaché has not been appointed for 
Bulgaria ; but Bulgaria has been included 
in the sphere of the Commercial Attaché 
recently appointed to Constantinople. 
Roumania is similarly included in the 
sphere of the Commercial Attaché for 
Austria ; and this post, which has recently 
been vacated by Sir E. Law, will before 
long be filled by another appointment. 
The half per cent. tax mentioned in the 
second paragraph is not imposed solely 
on British sea-borne goods as would 
appear to be suggested in the Question ; 
but is equally paid on all goods imported 
by the Danube, much of which are of 
Austrian or German origin. I cannot 
say to what purposes this tax is now 
being applied. But an influential Rou- 
manian Commission is now sitting to 
inquire into the matter, and it has for 
some time received the close attention 
of Her Majesty’s Chargé d’Affaires at 
Bucharest. 


NIU-CHWANG RAILWAY. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the final ratification by the Chinese 
Government of an advance of British 
money for the projected railway to 


Niu-chwang has been given; if not, 
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whether, consistently with the public in- 
terest, he can state what are the objec- 
tions to its being ratified ? 


Mr. CURZON: I am unable to maka 
any statement on this subject, which is 
still under discussion. 


Mr. LAMBERT: This matter has been 
in hand two months. Will he be able 
to make a statement before Parliament 
prorogues? 


Mr. CURZON: No, Sir; I think it is 
unlikely, although I shall be glad to do 
so if possible. 


BRITISH RED CROSS SOCIETY AND 
THE SOUDAN CAMPAIGN. 

Mr. E. MORTON (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Her Majesty's 
Government will advise His Highness the 
Khedive to grant permission to the 
British Red Cross Society and to mem- 
bers of the Order of St. John of Jeru- 
salem to accompany the Khartoum Ex- 
peditionary Force at their own expense 
for the purpose of rendering medical aid 
to the wounded without distinction of 
race, colour, or creed? 


Mr. CURZON: The military autho- 
rities in Egypt have gladly accepted the 
assistance of the Red Cross Society for 
work between Cairo and Assouan. The 
difficulties of transport, any further call 
on which would diminish the numbers 
of the fighting force, make it impossible 
in the opinion of the authorities to accept 
any offers of assistance above Assouan. 


CONVERSION OF 1855 LOAN, 

Mr. E. MORTON: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will secure, with the concurrence 
of the French Government, an adequate 
sum from the savings which will accrue 
through the conversion of the Ottoman 
Guaranteed Loan of 1855, for the purpose 
of placing the administration of Crete 
upon a sound financial basis under com- 
missioners appointed by the Powers? 
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Mr. CURZON: The question of the 
conversion of the Ottoman Guaranteed 
Loan of 1855 has not yet reached a stage 
at which I can make any statement in 
regard to it, ‘but I do not at present see 
how any savings out of the so-called 
Cyprus Tribute could properly be applied 
to Crete. 


ROYAL ARTILLERY STAFF CLERKS. 


Mayor RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War when 
regulations for the appointment and pro- 
motion of staff clerks of the Royal Ar- 
tillery (in substitution of those suspended 
in 1895, which still appear in italics in 
745 1. and 745 11.) will be promulgated? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The regulations are 
still under consideration in connection 
with the general question of staff clerks 
and warrant officers. 


RABIES. 


Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether he is aware that 
the cases of rabies among dogs have been 
very rare in the counties of Lancashire 
and Essex during this year, and will he 
state the number of cases that have 
occurred in each county since December, 
1897; whether he will issue a Return 
during the Recess of all the cases of 
rabies in England since December, 1897 ; 
and, in view of the strong feeling existing 
against the Muzzling Order, if he will 
cause the said Order to be revoked in 
Lancashire and Essex? 


THe PRESIDENT or roe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE: Two cases of rabies 
have occurred in Lancashire during the 
current year. No case has occurred in 
Essex. Complete returns of all cases 
occurring in Great Britain are published 
weekly, and I scarcely think, therefore, 
that any special return is now called for. 
The position in regard to the disease has 
undoubtedly improved, but it would be 
premature for me to withdraw the Muz- 
zling Orders which are still in force in 
portions of the two counties named, for 
the reasons which I have recently 
explained. 
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WESTPORT UNION. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
On behalf of the honourable Member for 
the St. Patrick Division of Dublin I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the total area, total valuation, and 
total population of the Westport Union, 
County Mayo; how many electoral divi- 
sions are in that union with the valua- 
tion, number of houses in, and popula- 
ton of, each electoral division in the said 
union ; whether he can state the amount 
of Government money spent in the 
union on the relief of distress this year, 
and how much will the guardians be 
asked to contribute to the relief of dis- 
tress ; and whether he can state by what 
amount does the outdoor relief for the 
six months ending June, 1898, exceed 
the amount of outdoor relief for the 
six months ended June, 1897? 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. Gerratp 
Batrovur): It would be impossible to give 
all the information asked for by the 
honourable Member within the limits of 
an «answer to a Question. But I will 
endeavour to procure as much of ‘he 
information as can readily be given, and 
will communicate it to him when 
received. 


SMALL HOLDINGS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: On behalf 
of the honourable Member for the St. 
Patrick Division of Dublin I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Govern- 
ment will consider the advisability of 
appointing a Commission to inquire into 
the area of land available for settlement 
by the small tenants requiring land in 
the distressed districts of the South and 
West of Ireland? 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. Gzratp 
Batrour): The inquiry suggested by the 
honourable Member is of a vague and 
undefined character. All the informa- 
tion that can be obtained on the subject 
is in the possession of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board. The Government will not, 
therefore, make any inquiry of the nature 
mentioned. 
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CLYDE DEFENCES COMMISSION. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether, in 
view of the establishment of a naval 
arsenal by Russia on the Kola River, and 
of the railway, which is in construction 
by that country to the ice-free harbour 
of Port Victoria, with the opening of a 
harbour at Ehahrina, whereby the present 
conditions in the northern seas will be 
seriously affected, the Government, 
having regard to the strategic, naval, 
and commercial advantages to be derived, 
will consider the advisability of adding 
as an _ instruction to the Commission 
about to be appointed to inquire into 
the Clyde defences to report at the 
same time on the question of enlarging 
the existing canal between the Clyde and 
the Firth of Forth into a sea canal 
similar to the one recently opened at 
Kiel? 


Mr. BRODRICK: This Question 
should be addressed to the First Lord of 
the Treasury. 


SCIENCE AND ART INSTRUCTION IN 
WALES. 
Mr. JONES (Carnarvon, Arfon): 


I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether the Central Education Board of 
Wales is a body which, with the con- 
currence of the county governing bodies, 
could be recognised under clause 7 of the 
directory as responsible for science and 
art instruction in Wales? 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
The Central Education Board for Wales 
would, as the intermediate education 
authority, be recognised by the Depart- 
ment under the express provisions of 
clause 7. 


PLYMOUTH BREAKWATER. 

Mr. LODER (Brighton): On behalf of 
the honourable Member for the Totnes 
Division of Devon I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty whether he has 
come to a decision with regard to the 
claims of those employed for many years 
upon the permanent repair staff on the 
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Plymouth Breakwater to a pension on 
superannuation ? 


Mr. A. CHAMBERLAIN: The case 
of these men has been considered in 
great detail by the Department charged 
with the administration of the Super- 
annuation Acts. It has been decided 
that the men are not entitled to pensions 
under those Acts, and they were informed 
of this decision in January last. The 
gratuities to which they were entitled on 
discharge have already been paid to 
them. 


Commissioners. 


NORTHERN LIGHTS COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he will consider 
the advisability of placing the Northern 
Lights Commissioners and Scottish 
Meteorological Society and other bodies 
similarly situated in Scotland on a satis- 
factory footing by supplying them with 
the necessary funds by direct vote of the 
Imperial Parliament? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I would remind the honourable 
Member that the Northern Lights Com- 
missioners are the lighthouse authorities 
for Scotland, and that their financial re- 
lations with the Board of Trade are not 
verbally different from those of the Trinity 
House, which is the lighthouse authority 
for England. The Scotch Meteorological 
Society, like the English Meteorological 
Society, obtains no direct aid from the 
State. The Meteorological Council, which 
has the spending of the Government 
grant, is representative of both coun- 
tries, and I have no reason to think that 
the council is at all disposed to neglect 
the interests of Scotland. 


Mr. PIRIE: May I ask if it is not the 
case that the funds for the Northern 
Lights Commissioners are given through 
the Trinity House, an English body? 


Tne FIRST LORD or tne TREA- 
SURY: I am not sure how that is, but 
in any case the financial relations of the 
two countries are substantially the same. 
The financial relations between Trinity 
House and the Treasury are the same 
as those between the Northern Lights 
Commissioners and the Treasury. 
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CRIMINAL EVIDENCE ACT. 

Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether he can state what will be 
the earliest period after receiving the 
Royal Assent at which official printed 
copies of the Criminal Evidence Act can 
be obtained by magistrates ; and whether 
Her Majesty’s Government will arrange 
that, so far as possible, all Acts which 
come earliest into operation shall be 
printed and published or circulated in 
priority to those which are to begin ‘o 
operate subsequently ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: The existing arrangements are 
intended to secure the publication of each 
Act as soon as possible after it receives 
the Royal Assent. The Criminal Evi- 
dence Act will not become law until two 
months after it receives the Royal Assent, 
and it should be obtainable very soon 
after that. Should there be any reason 
to apprehend that the official or 
gratuitous distribution of the Act in 
ordinary course would not be early 
enough, instructions will be given for a 
special issue. I do not, however, think 
that the present arrangements with 
regard to the publication of Acts are 
thoroughly satisfactory, and I am going 
to have the subject investigated. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON LOCAL 
TAXATION. 

Mr. LEWIS: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is aware 
that the Chairman of the Royal Com- 
mission on Local Taxation has recently 
stated that the Report of the Commis- 
sion will not be ready for one or two 
years; and whether, in view of the im- 
portance and urgency of the subject, he 
will represent to the Chairman of the 
Commission the necessity of completing 
the evidence at the earliest date com- 
patible with adequacy of investigation? 
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Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA.- 
SURY: My noble Friend the Chairmai 
of the Commission informs me that he 
is not aware that he has made any such 
statement as that imputed to him in the 
first paragraph of the Question. With 
regard to the second paragraph I have to 
say that the Government have no right 
to make representations to the Commis- 
sion; but I have every reason to believe 
that all possible expedition is being used 
in carrying out this very elaborate 
inquiry. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Mol- 
ton): Can the right honourable Gentle- 
man say when the Report will be pub- 
lished ? 


Tre FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I cannot name any date. The 
inquiry is not completed yet. 


SOUTH KENSINGTON MUSEUM. 
Mr. ASCROFT: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether his atten- 
tion ‘has been called to the statement 
contained in the Report of the Select 
Committee appointed to inquire into the 
administration of South. Kensington 
Museum, that they very much resented 
the dismissal of Mr. Weale, an official, 
called before them, as a breach of privi- 
lege and an infringement of the immu- 
nity usually enjoyed by witnesses before 
Committees of this House; and whether 
the Government intend to reinstate Mr. 
Weale, or make inquiries with a view to 


give him compensation for such dis- 
missal ? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY: The Report of the Committee 
has not yet been circulated, and we 
therefore have had no opportunity of 
considering it. It is not, however, the 
fact that Mr. Weale was dismissed. He 
retired under the age rule at the expira- 
tion of the period for which the Trea- 
sury, at the request of the Committee of 
Council, permitted his service to be 
prolonged. 
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COLONIAL TARIFFS. 


Cotonze, Sin H. VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if the colonies of Ger- 
many, France, and Spain enjoy with the 
Mother Country a reciprocal preferential 
tariff; and, if these favoured trade rela- 
tions between different parts of the same 
Empire, although separated by the sea, 
have ever been held by this or any other 
foreign country to infringe the rights of 
most-favoured-nation treatment? 


Mr. CURZON: As regards German 
colonies the answer is in the negative ; 
as regards the colonies of France, broadly 
speaking, and of Spain, in the affirma- 
tive. Full information on the subject 
will be found in reports from Her 
Majesty’s representatives abroad, com- 
mercial No. 5, 1895, which were obtained 
at the instance of my honourable and 
gallant Friend himself. Information in 
regard to the bearing of the most- 
favoured-nation clauses in treaties on 
such preferential arrangements between 
the Colonies and the Mother Country is 
also given therein. It has been held that 
the most-favoured-nation clause does not 
affect the right of this country to extend 
to the produce of its Colonies more 
favourable treatment than it accords to 
the produce of foreign or third countries. 
A similar opinion has, for the most part, 
I believe, also prevailed abroad. It will 
be recollected that one of the chief 
objects in view in denouncing the 
treaties with Germany and Belgium was 
the securing of complete autonomy to 
the Colonies in such matters. 


UGANDA. 

Sm C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
Government have any recent information 
on military events in Uganda which they 
can communicate to the House with a 
view to allaying anxiety; whether it is 
the case that the telegraph has been in 
working order to Kikuyu since June; 
whether no information as to events in 
Uganda has been received by and from 
the officer in charge at Kikuyu since the 
reassuring dispatch of Mr. Berkeley, 
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dated from Kampala, 21st April; 
whether the later dispatch, promised by 
Major MacDonald in his dispatch of the 
13th March, has been received, or if it 
will be issued when received? 


Mr. CURZON: In his Report on the 
recent mutiny, which is dated 16th May 
and is about to be laid before Parliament, 
Mr. Berkeley alludes to ‘the dispersal of a 
body of mutineers from a position oppo- 
site Mruli, on the Victoria Nile, by Major 
Martyr on 26th April, but no later in- 
formation of an official character has 
reached us. The telegraph line is at 
Kikuyu and is believed to be in working 
order. The answer to the third Ques- 
tion is in the negative. The dispatch, 
which is to deal with the services of the 
different officers during the mutiny, has 
not been received, and I cannot therefore 
make any promise as to its publication. 


Tazes. 


ASSESSED TAXES, 

Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of Mr. E. Garcke, of 18, Wood- 
stock Road, Chiswick, who complains 
that, after signing a cheque for the 
assessed tax in reference to his residence, 
the cheque was returned because by a 
later assessment the amount was not 
sufficient ; whereupon Mr. Garcke wrote 
inquiring why the assessment had been 
raised, but the only reply he received 
was that 12 days after he had received 
his cheque back a bailiff was put into his 
house ; whereupon he immediately paid 
the amount and costs; whether he is 
aware that Mr. Garcke is a man in a 
good financial position, and able and will- 
ing to pay his taxes in due course; and 
whether he can give some explanation 
of the cause of these unusual proceed- 
ings? 


Mr. HANBURY: I have ordered strict 
inquiry into the circumstances of this 
case. I have not yet received the Report, 
but when I do so I will acquaint the 
honourable Member with the result. 
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BRITISH GUIANA. 

Mr, CARVELL WILLIAMS: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether in the early part of the 
present year the Combined Court of 
British Guiana, in view of financial de- 
pression in the colony, adopted a reso- 
lution in favour of the gradual withdrawal 
of State aid from the religious bodies 
ncw in receipt of annual grants of public 
money; and whether it is intended to 
bring in a Measure for that purpose? 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHe COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): In March last the 
Combined Court of British Guiana passed 
a resolution that no persons thereafter 
eppointed to any office in the Church of 
England or the Church of Scotland should 
have any vested rights or any claims 
on the Colonial Government after *he 
3lst of March, 1899. It does not refer 
to the grants now made to the Roman 
Catholic and Wesleyan bodies. The 
Governor has been instructed to consider 
the question of the gradual abolition or 
reduction of the endowment by the State 
of all religious bodies in the colony. 


PATENT PERFEC@® SAFETY BATTLE- 
SHIPS. 

Mr. McCARTAN (Down, 8.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admuralty 
whether his attention has been called 
to MacLaine’s patent perfect safety battle- 
ships; and whether, considering the 
serious loss of life incident to 
modern naval warfare, he will have the 
plans and construction of these battle- 
ships carefully examined with a view to 
their possible introduction into Her 
Majesty’s Navy! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. Goscuen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): If the plans are sent 
to the Admiralty they will be carefully 
examined. 


PLAGUE IN INDIA. 
Sm W. WEDDERBURN (Banffshire) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he is aware that, on the 
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28th April last, the Assistant-Commis- 
sioner on plague duty ordered the 6,000 
inhabitants of Garshankar to leave the 
city within 24 hours; that no sufficient 
number of huts had been erected outside 
the city to shelter these people from 
the excessive heat; that a disturbance 
arose in carrying out these orders; and 
that the police fired upon the people 
without orders, killing nine and wounding 
48; whether 48 of the survivors were 
prosecuted and sentenced to long terms 
of imprisonment ; and whether he will 
cause inquiry to be made by some im- 
partial authority into all the circum- 
stances of tht case; also is it the fact 
that the police refused to stop firing when 
ordered to do so by the European officers? 


‘THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: It is rather inconvenient that 
the Question on the Paper should be 
extended without notice, but I think I 
am acquainted with the facts of the case, 
As soon as it became clear that the 
plague had established itself in Garshan- 
kar every form of persuasion and induce- 
ment was used in order to bring about 
the voluntary evacuation of the town; 
but, as these means failed, it became 
necessary at the end of a month to issue 
positive orders. As to the number of 
huts provided, I have seen no allegation 
that it was insufficient. A’ body of 
police, on entering the town to enforce 
these orders, was violently attacked by 
rioters, and 26 of them were more or less 
seriously injured; they fired in return, 
with the result that nine rioters were 
killed and 27 wounded. I have received 
no information as yet as to the number 
of rioters who were prosecuted or the 
nature of their sentences; but, as at 
present advised, though I deeply regret 
the loss of life which occurred, I see 
no reason to order a special inquiry. As 
te the supplemental Question, the police 
were subjected to a most violent assault, 
and they did fire without orders, but in 
a very few seconds, I may say, their 
officers were able to control them. I do 
not think they were in any way to blame 
for firing under great provocation. 
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PEKIN-HANKOW RAILWAY. 


Mr. J. WALTON (Yorks, W.R., Barns- 
ley): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
can state to the House the terms and 
conditions upon which the concession for 
the Pekin-Hankow Railway has_ been 
granted, and also on what terms and 
conditions the Russo-Chinese Bank is 
providing the money for the undertak- 
ing; and whether equal rights are ex- 
pressly reserved for British commerce, 
as guaranteed by the Treaty of Tien- 
tsin? 


Mr. CURZON : I informed the honour- 
able Member last week that the terms 
of the agreement have not yet reached 
us, and I must repeat the same answer 
now. 


CHINESE RAILWAY CONCESSIONS. 

Mr. J. WALTON: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can state the date 
of the instructions given to Her Majesty’s 
Minister at Pekin to press for the inser- 
tion in every railway concession granted 
by the Chinese Government of a proper 
provision as to equal treatment of all 
nationals and trade; and whether, in all 
concessions which have been granted to 
foreign Powers or syndicates, our rights 
have been expressly reserved in this 
sense, and in conformity with the Treaty 
of Tientsin by the Chinese Government? 


Mr. CURZON: Instructions to resist 
preferential treatment for foreign sub- 
jects or trade were sent to Sir C. Mac- 
Donald in March last. Renewed and par- 
ticular instructions with reference to rail- 
way concessions were sent to him on 
13th July. I am unable to say what 
may be the provisions of concessions 
which I have not seen. 


NORTH SEA FISHERIES. 

Sm W. WEDDERBURN: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether, with reference 
to the negotiations with the North Sea 
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Inspector Reeves. 


Powers regarding the fisheries question, 
he is now in a position to state the nature 
of the instructions to our representatives 
abroad ; and whether any statement on 
the subject will be made before the 
Recess ? 


hin. CURZON: I do not know to what 
instructions the honourable Member 
refers. The negotiations for an inter- 
national inquiry were initiated by the 
Swedish Government, in whose hands 
its prosecution must rest in its initial 
stages. 


COUNTY INSPECTOR REEVES. 

Mr. M'GHEE (Louth, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether is attention 
has been called to the conduct of County 
Inspector Reeves, who, on or about the 
18th May, 1898, paraded the men in 
Cavan barracks, and, having addressed 
them about the stigma which attached 
to all the men in the barracks owing to 
some one of them having stolen a com- 
rade’s purse, said he felt it to be his 
duty to make a search of some of the 
men; whether he called out a sergeant 
and two constables, and searched them in 
the presence of their comrades and of 
the barrack servants without finding any 
evidence whatsoever to connect them 
with the theft; whether, subsequently, 
a charwoman was tried and convicted of 
the theft ; whether he will state by what 
authority Inspector Reeves made such a 
search ; and. what reparation, if any, has 
been made to these men? 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. Geratp 
Batrour): The facts of this case are, 
shortly, as follows: a constable stationed 
‘at Cavan reported he had left a purse 
containing over £6 on a form in the 
barrack kitchen, and that it was not 
forthcoming the next day. The county 
inspector thereupon, very properly, 
assembled the men together, and told 
them that the larceny of the purse re- 
flected discreditably upon the station, 
and that in the interests of the men them- 
selves, as well as in order to clear them 
of suspicion, he felt it to be his duty to 
examine the boxes of three of the men 
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who had been in the kitchen on the 
night of the occurrence, provided they 
gave their consent. This consent was 
readily given, and the boxes were examined 
in the presence, not of the three men’s 
comrades, as alleged, but of Mr. Reeves, 
the district inspector, and the head con- 
stable. Subsequently one of the barrack 
servants was arrested and convicted of 
the theft. The action of the county in- 
spector, under the circumstances of the 
case, was perfectly justifiable. The men 
suffered no indignity whatever ; no repa- 
ration has been made to them, and 
none is called for. 


CRETE. 

Sm E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether Her Majesty’s Government will 
publish the Reports by Sir Herbert 
Chermside and Consul-General Billiotti 
upon the proposed scheme of having the 
coast towns of Crete governed by four 
European admirals and the interior by a 
Junta of insurgent chiefs ; and what steps 
the four Great Powers are taking to 
restore the Mussulmans of Crete to their 
lands and property from which they have 
been driven? 

Mr. CURZON: There is no Report by 
Sir H. Chermside upon the proposed 
arrangement, since he had left Crete 
when it was under discussion. The 
Consul General’s Report will be printed 
with the other Papers. The restoration 
@ the Mussulmans to their villages can 
only be gradual, and cannot be attempted 
until after the provisional régime has 
been securely established. 

Sr E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Are 
we to understand that no practical steps, 
have yet been taken towards the restora- 
tion of their land to the Mussulmans? 

Mr. CURZON: I do not know what 
the honourable Member means. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Have 
any Mussulmans been restored to their 
land yet? 

Mr. CURZON: The difficulties in the 
way of such a step at this moment are 
too great. 
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RAHEITA. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Russia has 
obtained from the Negus of Abyssinia the 
Sultanate of Raheita, near Obock, on the 
Red Sea, and opposite the British island 
of Perim, as a naval station? 


Mr. CURZON: We have no such in- 
formation; nor am I aware that the 
Sultanate of Raheita is in the power of 
Abyssinia to give. 


PEKIN-HANKOW RAILWAY. 

Sir E, ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has yet 
received any information as to the reports 
that the Belgian Syndicate, which holds 
the concession for the Pekin-Hankow 
Railway, has transferred its rights to the 
Russo-Chinese Bank, whose capital has 
been mainly supplied by the Russian 
Government? 


Mr. CURZON : The information in our 
possession does not enable me to give 
an answer to the honourable Member’s 
Question. But the agreement referred 
to is now under discussion with the 
Fsung-li-Yamen at Pekin, by whom it has 
lately been received from Shanghai. 


GERMANY AND THE SHAN-TUNG 
CONCESSION. 

Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether, 
since the German occupation of Kiao- 
chau the German Minister at Pekin has 
protested against the concession for the 
railway from Pekin to Chinkiang being 
granted, er any grant already made being 
confirmed, to anyone not being a German, 
because the line will pass through a 
part of the province of Shan-tung; 
whether, at a meeting of the foreign 
consuls at Chefoo, to arrange for an ex- 
tension of the foreign settlement at that 
place, the German Consul protested 
against any enlargement of the settle- 
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ment on the ground that it would be an 
infringement of German rights in the 
province of Shan-tung; whether Her 
Majesty's Minister at Pekin has pro. 
tested against, or in any way recognised, 
these claims on the part of the German 
Minister and Consul; and whether, in 
view of the favoured-nation clause in 
the Treaty of Tien-tsin, which provides 
that the British Government and 
subjects will be allowed free and equal 
participation in all privileges, immunities, 
and advantages that may have been or 
may be hereafter granted by His Majesty 
the Emperor of China to the Government 
or subjects of any other nation, the 
Government propose to take any steps in 
the matter? 


Mr. CURZON: Sir C. MacDonald tele- 
graphed on the 18th of February that 
the German Minister had opposed a 
scheme for a trunk railway from Tien- 
tsin to Chinkiang, on the ground that no 
railway could be constructed in the pro- 
vince of Shan-tung without an arrange- 
ment with Germany. A protest was at 
ence made at Pekin on behalf of Her 
Majesty’s Government, and also to the 
German Government through Her 
Majesty’s Ambassador at Berlin. There- 
upon Herr yon Bulow addressed a memo- 
randum to Her Majesty’s Government, of 
which the following is the text— 


“The report which has reached Her 
Britannic Majesty’s Government from Pekin, 
to the effect that Germany has raised objec- 
tions there to the Chinese scheme for the 
eonstruction of a railway from Tien-tsin, 
through Shan-tung, to Chinkiang, and that 
these objections were based upon the asser- 
tion that in the above-named Chinese province 
no railway could be constructed without the 
permission of Germany, is not in accordance 
with facts. There is also no foundation for 
the statement that the Imperial Minister at 
Pekin had threatened serious consequences 
in the event of this claim not being admitted. 
The demand put forward by the Imperial 
German Government at Pekin was merely 
to the effect that, should the Chinese Govern- 
Ment desire to obtain foreign assistance for 
the construction of railways within the limits 
of the province of Shan-tung, they should, in 
the first instance, offer the work and supplies 
connected therewith. to German industry and 
German trade. The Imperial Government, 
true to their principles, have not claimed any 
exclusive privileges from China, and have 
made no attempt to exclude other nations 
from free competition in the province of 
Shati-tung.” 


Mr. Provand. 
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No information has been received at the 
Foreign Office of any such claim having 
been made by the German Consul at. 
Chefoo as is referred to. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): May I 
ask the right honourable Gentleman 
whether the concession was successfully 
carried through or not, and, if it fell 
through, what was the ground of its 
falling through? 


Mr. CURZON: I am not aware that 
any concession has fallen through. Is the 
honourable Gentleman asking whether a 
concession has been given? 


Mr. YERBURGH: I am asking whether 
@ concession was granted, and whether 
it has been withdrawn, and why? 


Mr. CURZON: What concession? 


Mr. YERBURGH: The concession for: 
a trunk line from Pekin to Chinkiang. 


Mr. CURZON: So éar that concession 
has not been given. 


HISPANO-AMERICAN WAR. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy): I beg to: 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Government. 
have any official information in regard 
to the reported suspension of hostilities 
between Spain and the United States ; 
and can he state the terms which have- 
been agreed upon between the two 
Governments concerned? 


Mr. CURZON: No information has 
been received of a suspension of hostili- 
ties, nor am I in a position to make any 
statement as regards the terms of peace. 


VACCINATION. 

Mr. DALZIEL: I beg to ask the Lerd 
Advocate whether, in view of the legis- 
lation which has been passed this Session 
in reference to compulsory vaccination 
in England, the Government will con- 
sider the advisability of suggesting to 
the Local Government Board in Scotland 


— . ante. 
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the desirability of refraining from active 
prosecution of conscientious objectors? 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granam 
Murray, Buteshire): As I have already 
stated in this House, the system as 
regards vaccination in Scotland has 
hitherto worked successfully, and the 
Secretary for Scotland does not consider 
that any special suggestion need be made 
to the Local Government Board on the 
subject. 


Dr. CLARK: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that there 
has been a considerable increase of vac- 
cination prosecutions in Scotland, and 
that the Court of Session has decided that 
defaulters may be summoned every six 
months until the child is 14 years old; 
and whether it is the case, as stated at 
the Dundee Sheriffs Court last week, 
that instructions were sent out in May 
by the Local Government Board, Scot- 
land, directing prosecutions? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am in- 
formed by the Local Government Board 
that they are not aware that there has 
been any considerable increase of vac- 
cination prosecutions in Scotland as is 
suggested in the Question. The Court 
of Session has decided that defaulters 
may be prosecuted so long as their names 
appear in the half-yearly lists transmitted 
by the registrars to the parochial boards 
(parish councils); but the Board have 
advised parish councils that they may 
use their discretion in repeating prose- 
cutions in respect of the same child. The 
Local Government Board have issued no 
general instructions as to vaccination 
prosecutions. On 28th May last they 
inquired of the inspector of poor, Dundee, 
how his parish council proposed to deal 
with defaulters, and were informed that 


the parish council had resolved to prose- 
eute. 


Mr. DALZIEL: May I ask the right 
honourable Gentleman whether, in view 
of the fact that several persons—some in 
my constituency—are in prison, it is the 
intention of the Government to allow the 
conscientious clause to prevail in England 


and still prosecute for objection in Scot- 
land? 
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Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The Govern- 
ment intend to maintain the law in Scot- - 
land as it is. If the law is to be altered 
that must be done by Act of Parliament. 
I certainly hope that no attempt will be 
made to import into Scotland an agita- 
tion which would be exotic and not 
belonging to Scotland. 


Dr. CLARK: Can there be any prose- 
cution except through the Lord Advocate 
or his deputy? 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: Yes, Sir; 
there can be prosecutions without my 
intervening. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


SUPPLY [23rp ALLOTTED DAY]. 
[8tx AUGUST.] 


Resolutions reported— 


Civit Service Estates, 1898-9. 


Crass V. 

1. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,000, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for 
a Grant in Aid of the Revenue of the Island 


of Cyprus.” 4 
c 


Cuass II. 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £30,726, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Board of 
Agriculture, and to pay certain Grants in 
Aid.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £26,787, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Charity 
Commission for England and Wales, including 
the Endowed School Department.” 
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4. “That a sum, not exceeding £132,085, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Local 
Government Board.” 


*Mr. MONK (Gloucester): It will be 
in the recollection of the House that this 
Vote was closured before an opportu- 
nity was offered of making any remarks 
either upon the Vote itself or the ad- 
ministration of the Department. I do 
not know whether my right honourable 
Friend the President of the Local 
Government Board is aware, but I may 
mention that I had a Notice of that on 
toe Paper yesterday to reduce the salary 
of the Secretary of the Local Govern- 
ment Board by £50; but, in order not 
to wound the susceptibilities of my 
right honourable Friend, I withdrew the 
Motion, and have put down a Motion 
to reduce the Vote by £50, for I think no 
one more fully deserves his salary than 
the Secretary of the Local Government 
Board. It will, perhaps, be in the recol- 
lection of the House that when, in 1896, 
the Vote of the Local Government Board 
was under consideration, complaints were 
made of the great delays which took 
place in the administration of that De- 
partment, and the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Wolverhamp- 
ton, as well as myself, took part in the 
discussion, The President of the Local 
Government Board then stated that he 
had arranged that an inquiry should be 
made by a Departmental Committee as to 
the staff and organisation of the Local 
Government Board, and consequent, I 
suppose, upon some arrangement with 
the Treasury, a very considerable in- 
crease has taken place in the staff of that 
Denartment. I find that the salaries of 
the staff are increased by £8,926, and 
that there is an increase of £4,208 in 
the salaries of district auditors, making 
a total increase of £13,134. Now, I am 
sure that no one will find fault with that 
large increase, provided that there has 
been efficiency in the administration. I 
am glad to see the right honourable 
Gentleman is now in his place. I was 
reminding the House that in 1896, two 
years ago, when the Local Government 
Vote was under. consideration, the 
right honourable Gentleman informed 
the House that he had appointed a Com- 
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mittee to consider what increase was 
necessary in his Department, and the 
consequence of that, I presume, has been 
that there has been an increase of 
£8,926 in the salaries of the clerks, and 
£4,208 in those of the district auditors. 
No Member of this House would object, I 
am sure, to that large increase, provided 
that there was a practical advance in the 
efficiency of the Department. But, not- 
withstanding this large increase in the 
staff, the number of clerks having been 
increased from 266 to 326, I have received 
complaints from different quarters that 
great delay takes place in attending to the 
correspondence of the Department. The 
Department takes a very long time to 
answer complaints or questions properly 
addressed to them, and of this I will give 
a practical illustration. A rural district 
council in Hertfordshire obtained the 
sanction of the Local Government Board 
to construct waterworks for a parish 
in its district, and was also authorised to 
apply certain moneys belonging to the 
parish to that purpose, and to raise 
a loan sufficient to complete the sum 
necessary to construct the waterworks. 
On the 17th of May last I ascertained 
that the rural district council had issued 
a precept to the overseers of the parish 
to raise a rate partly for the purchase of 
the land upon which the waterworks were 
to be constructed, and partly for the legal 
expenses connected with it. Now, it ap- 
peared to me that the payments to which 
I have referred ought to be charged 
to capital account, and I so ad- 
vised the parish council, of which I am 
the chairman, and wrote to the Local 
Government Board, giving them full 
particulars. I wrote upon the 17th of 
May, and for five weeks no notice was 
taken of the matter. I spoke on two 
occasions to my right honourable 
Friend, who assured me that it should 
be attended to, and he expressed surprise 
that I had heard nothing in reference to 
it. So it went on to the 20th of July, 
when I received a reply, but then I did 
not get the opinion of the right honour- 
able Gentleman, or of his advisers, as to 
the legality or illegality of the precept 
issued by the rural district council. In the 
meantime part of the rate had been col- 
lected, but on my advice the collector 
ceased to collect the rest of the rate. 
What I ask is, What has the Department 
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-been doing between the 17th of May and 
the 29th of June, when the Local 
‘Government Board at length called the 
attention of the rural district board to 
the matter? The whole thing was 
practically pigeon-holed, and I think, 
with this large increase of staff, an earlier 
reply ought to have been required from 
the rural district board, but I have no 
doubt it was entirely forgotten. I put this 
-question to the House: If a Member of 
this House finds it is absolutely impos- 
sible to get a reply from this Depart- 
-ment on behalf of his parish council, 
what possible chance have those unfor- 
tunate parish councils who have 
‘not a Member of this House to whom 
they can appeal in matters of this kind 
‘to obtain a reply for them? Now, I 
merely state that case as an illustra 
‘tion; but I put it to the right honour- 
able Gentleman whether he should not 
keep a little tighter hand over the rural 
district councils, and not allow them to 
expend, in respect of the parishes in their 
district, large sums, without their cogni- 
sance, unless or until they have been pro- 
perly audited by the Government auditors. 
I think the parish councils ought to have 
a larger voice. and a greater power in 
superin‘ending those works which are 
sanctioned within their boundaries, and 
that the entire control should not be left 
to the rural district council, unless the 
rural district council is supervised by the 
Local Government Board. To put myself 
in order, I beg to move the Vote be re- 
‘duced by the sum of £50. 


CotonEL BLUNDELL (Lancs, Ince) 
said his constituency was interested in a 
local loan, and he thought it ought to 
be understood that where money was 
borrowed for some object clearly desir- 
able, but not necessary, the generation 
that borrowed should pay; but where a 
large expenditure was forced upon a 
locality, ruled by any conventional sys- 
tem, care should ke taken that 
the particular generation that borrowed 
the money should only bear its ‘own 
Share of the expense of an undertaking 
which would probably benefit many 
future generations. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I am very glad that the 
honourable Member for Gloucester 
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raised this question. It is a very impor- 
tant one, and a complaint which is com- 
mon all over the country. It is not a 
complaint which is levelled against the 
right honourable Gentleman the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board, or 
any official in that Department. On the 
contrary, so far as my experience goes, it 
shows that they have done their very 
best to reduce the grievances from which 
the local authorities suffer from the 
undermanning of the Department. I 
think they have done their’ work capi- 
tally, under the circumstances. It would 
be very difficult to say where there is a 
more efficient staff than that of the 
Local Government Board. But it would 
be impossible for them, as constituted at 
present, to do the work well. They may 
extend their staff by 60 to 600, but the 
result would be the same. The real thing 
is that the heads of the Department can- 
not take upon themselves the multi- 
farious duties cast upon them by Parlia- 
ment every year. There are several Acts 
of Parliament passed this year which im- 
pose fresh duties on the Local Govern- 
ment Board. The Local Government 
Rating Bill, for instance, casts very 
onerous .duties upon the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and it is impossible for 
them, as at present constituted, t» cope 
with the ever-increasing work which is 
cast upon them. We had a Debate 
upon this subject in 1896, and we called 
attention to the matter then, and since 
that time the position has been con- 
siderably aggravated and _ intensified. 
The answer given by the President of the 
Local Government Board was an excel- 
lent one, and I certainly do wish that he 
had been able to introduce legislation, or 
make some alteration of the rules which 
are now in force under the Act of 1888. 
The Committee which was appointed 
recently for the purpose of looking into 
this matter in their first Report 
reported that the staff was undermanned. 
In the second Report that was made 
a more important point was referred 
to with regard to the devolution of the 
powers upon the local authorities. Now, 
I am sure that, under the Act of 1888, 
the Local Government Board had power to 
devolve a good deal of the powers now 
vested in them upon the local autho- 
rities ; and I venture to impress upon the 
right honourable Gentleman that the 
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time has now arrived when he ought to 
take this matter into serious considera- 
tion. I would venture to suggest that 
the right honourable Gentleman should 
not look to the officials behind him for 
advice, but should take the matter into 
his own hands. It is only natural that 
the officials should be loth to give up 
any of the work. They are not afraid 
of work there ; on the contrary, they are 
rather greedy of work. I think if the 
right honourable Gentleman took the 
matter in hand and did something in that 
way, he would meet the wishes of both 
sides of the House. I am not asking him 
to do anything revolutionary in the 
matter, but whether he will do something 
in the way of the Act of 1888, which 
rendered it necessary to lay the Pro- 
visional Orders upon the Table of the 
House. I venture to suggest that some- 
thing might be done in this way. Take 
the powers which are now entrusted to 
the Local Government Board, and which 
might be left to the local authorities, 
under the powers already entrusted to 
the Local Government Board; take the 
question of the sanction of loans. If an 
urban council wants a loan of £500 or 
£1,000 they apply to the Local Govern- 
ment Board, which send down an in- 
spector to inquire into the matter, and, 
having done so, they do not give you any 
opinion upon it. They do answer your 
letters, but there is a great difference 
in answering a letter and attending to 
the requests that are in that letter. 
After a good deal of pressure they begin 
to hunt up the papers, and they find that 
the inspector has made his report, and 
that it has been handed over to some 
clerk—some permanent official. He is 
overloaded with work, and has to get 
this report out from a mass of reports 
that are waiting their time, and in the 
end he sees that there is nothing to be 
said against it, and sanction is given. 
But it is a very serious thing for the 
local authorities to have to wait all this 
time ; it may be that that local authority 
wants a water supply, and under the 
present arrangements they might have to 
wait for years. Now, that is a matter 
which, in mv opinion, might be delegated, 
not to the local authority itself, but to 
some higher authority—it may be the 
county council. It is suggested that 
there should be a limit of £5,000, and 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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that when the loan that is required is 
under that amount, then it should be 
left to the local authority to see how the 
money is to be spent. I object to that, 
and I think that it ought to be subject 
to the supervision of some higher autho- 
rity. The county council, for instance, 
would look into these matters, in which 
they have no local interest ; and I think 
that it would be necessary that this 
power should vest in the county councils, 
like the parish boundaries, which are 
thrashed out before the county councils. 
now. I think if the Local Government 
Board could see their way to do some 
thing in that way, and I venture to 
suggest that it should be done in the 
course of the next Session of Parlia- 
ment 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
honourable Member is now discussing 
legislation. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: No, Sir. I 
should in that case have gone into a 
much larger question of devolution. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I understand the 
honourable Member to say something 
about something being done next Session, 
and I gather from that that he referred 
to legislation. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Then I have 
used the wrong word. What I should 
have said was that perhaps this question 
might receive some consideration during 
the next Recess. Most of these things 
could be done without any legislation at 
all. Now, with regard to appointments, 
I think the recommendations by the 
Committee dealing with these appoint- 
ments might be carried out. At the 
same time, I do not think the appoint- 
ments ought to be left entirely to the 
local authorities, when the right honour- 
able Gentleman could exercise the powers 
of the Act of 1888. Another point is the 
question of boundaries. I do not see 
why the question of boundaries of one 
county and another should have to be 
determined by the officials of the Local 
Government Board, who at present have 
to determine the issues. There is also 
a way out of that under the Act of 1888 
without any legislation whatever. There 
was the Commission which thrashed this 
question out in the House of Commons. 
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There was a dispute between towns as 
to a representative upon the Local 
Government Board. The Local Govern- 
ment Board sent a gentleman down and 
investigated the circumstances, and the 
result was a very heavy expense. Now, 
such a question as that could be very 
much better adjusted by gentlemen 
down in the localities, and who know 
the districts thoroughly. Now, from the 
Report of the right honourable Gentl> 
man’s Commission, one of the great 
difficulties which the Local Government 
Board laboured under is the difficulty of 
adjusting the local jealousies of county 
councils and urban authorities, county 
councils and town councils, I venture io 
suggest that if the right honourable 
Gentleman the President of the Local 
Government Board can see his way to 
make the experiment, that if the county 
and the town councils of Wales during 
the Recess met as they did once before 
at Shrewsbury, and agreed upon a 
general scheme, I would ask this: if they 
are able to agree upon a general scheme, 
and submit it to the right honourable 
Gentleman the President of the Local 
Government Board, will he consider 
favourably putting into operation the 
powers already vested in him under the 
Act of 1888/ Would he consider favour- 
ably the delegation of certain powers to 
a body of that kind which would be 
purely administrative nowers, and which 
would result in relieving the congestion 
of the business of the Local Government 
Board, whilst they would contribute 
largely to the benefit of our local adminis- 
trations, and I am sure would also benefit 
the Local Government Board in the long 
run? I ask very earnestly that the right 
honourable Gentleman will look into the 
matter during the coming Recess and see 
what can be done. 


*Mr. DRAGE (Derby): Before the 
right honourable Gentleman answers 
that question would he allow me to ask 
a question with regard to the adminis- 
tration of the poor law? In the first 
place I would like to ask the right 
honourable Gentleman whether his 
attention has been called to a recent 
decision of a metropolitan magistrate 
under the Industrial Schools Act of 1866, 
by which the children known as “ins and 
outs” can be taken away from their 
parents and remanded to an industrial 
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school, because it seems to me that 
the right honourable Gentleman is in 
this difficulty—that either he must go 
forward in the direction of the Hammer- 
smith Schools or else the Industrial 
Schools Act must be put into force, and 
the children are taken away from the 
custody of their parents. The House is 
probably unaware of the fact that it is 
possible for parents to take their chil- 
dren in and out of the workhouse, a 
practice which is followed always with 
the result, and sometimes with the object, 
of depriving them of education, which 
leads to their being brought up to a life 
of vice and crime, and is also prejudicial 
to their health. I suggest that 
the time has now come when the 
right honourable Gentleman should 
take measures to enforce the law under 
the Industrial Schools Act of 1866. 
Besides unscrupulous parents who re- 
move children from respectable employ- 
ment back to the workhouse there are 
unscrupulous employers who teke advan- 
tage of children being pauper children 
to pay them inadequate wages. Further 
powers should be given to the guardians 
to prevent the abuse. The Girls’ Friendly 
Society and the Metropolitan Association 
for Befriending Young Servants have done 
immense good in such cases. But diffi- 
culties are sometimes placed in their way 
by boards of guardians, and I hope the 
right honourable Gentleman will do any- 
thing he can to assist these associations. 
Of late there has been a great increase 
of vagrancy, largely owing to the lack 
of uniformity and continuity of adminis- 
tration of the Act of 1882 on this subject. 
The right honourable Gentleman has 
directed an inquiry to be made on this 
subject, and it would be interesting +0 
know what are the results of that 
inquiry. 


*Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): May 
I allude to the question raised by my 
honourable Friend the Member for Car- 
narvon, which was also alluded to by 
the honourable Mernber for Gloucester, 
namely, the desirability of devolving from 
the Local Government Board to the local 
authorities some portion of the huge 
amount of work which now falls to the 
share of the Local Government Board. It 
has been evident for a long time past that 
the Local Government Board has been 
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overworked and undermanned. I do not 
for amoment wish to say that it is not 
well manned as regards the capacity 
of the gentlemen who are there, and par- 
ticularly the Permanent Secretary of the 
Local Government Board is one of 
the ablest men in the Civil Service; 
but, Sir, the appointment of the 
Departmental Committee to consider how 
the difficulties can be overcome shows 
that we have now arrived at a critical 
stage in the proceedings. That being 
the case, it is of extreme importance that 
this opportunity should be taken, not 
for the purpose of perpetuating the cen- 
tralisation of what ought to be provincial 
work in London, but for devolving 
a certain portion of that work upon 
the local authorities. Wales is ready for 
devolution of that character. The Welsh 
county councils have repeatedly expressed 
their pinion upon it. I think that 
Wales has shown conclusively that some 
devolution of this kind is necessary. We 
have seen quite recently in educational 
matters devolution extended to Wales. 
We have a central board which controls 
intermediate education in Wales, and 
which represents the Welsh county coun- 
cils and other authorities. It is marvel- 
lous how, in connection with a subject 
so thorny as that of education, every diffi- 
culty has been surmounted. The pro- 
gress has been so satisfactory that you 
find the Secretary of the Charity Com- 
missioners, speaking in Yorkshire, com- 
mending the example of Wales to York- 
shire. We are ready for this devolution. 
We are prepared to accept it, and to say 
that if you entrust us with these powers 
we will exercise them in such a way as to 
do the devolution you confer upon 
us no discredit whatever. We have 
had the experience of some years 
of the working of county councils, 
and they have amply justified their 
existence. I would ask the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman to trust the county 
councils still further. I know that in 
the past the Department has made an 
effort to devolve a large amount of its 
work upon the county councils. That 
effort met with considerable opposition 
on the part of the Association of 
Municipal Boroughs. Now, I think that 
if the right honourable Gentleman 
were to give us some devolution of that 
kind in Wales he wovld not meet with 
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the same opposition; at all events, 
the kind of opposition that was made 
in England. I venture to believe 
that he will find that nothing would give 
greater satisfaction generally in Wales 
than a favourable response to this appeal. 


Supply. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Crariiy, 
Lines, Sleaford) : I will endeavour briefly 
to reply to the various statements that 
have been made on the different questions. 
As to the question of poor law reform 
and poor law children, the Department 
is quite alive to the necessity of dealing 
with it. We have also been considering 
the point which has been raised with 
reference to the advantages conferred by 


the Exmouth training ship. The work 
done on board that ship has been 
admirable, and still more admirable 


results are expected to follow. Repre- 
sentations will be made to as many 
guardians as can be found to induce them 
to send the children under their charge 
to undergo the same admirable training, 
and I can assure the honourable Member 
who has called my attention to the sub- 
ject that any means I can employ to 
further this training on the Hxmouth 
shall be used. An honourable Member 
put to me a question as to the Yeovil 
board of governors, and I havé a very 
distinct recollection of what took place 
in that particular case, but I will make it 
my business to more fully inquire into 
it, and to see whether I can in any way 
meet the views expressed on behalf of the 
board as to the termination of the 
engagement of their officers ; but, as far 
as I remember, the case did not appear 
to be one of extreme importance. At 
the same time, it appears to involve a 
principle in the work of the Local 
Government Board, which has been in 
vogue for many years. Perhaps I may 
be permitted to say a word before I sit 
down with regard to the progress we 
have been endeavouring to make with 
reference to the arrears of work since the 
last addition was made to the staff of 
the Department. I need not remind the 
House that the Local Government Board 
came in with an unenviable notoriety in 
regard to the amount of its arrears, and 
certainly a year or two ago the amount 
of these arrears was appalling. I do not 
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say that the condition of the Depart- 
ment is altogether wnat I should like to 
see at the present time, especially with 
regard to the work connected with the 
loans, where we are still in arrear, and 
this is mainly due to the abnormal in- 
crease of work in regard to that particu- 
lar feature. Now, it is a question which 
must come under our consideration 
whether I should not again ask for an 
increase of staff, so as to permit of 
the duties being adequately discharged ; 
but in other branches of the Department 
there has been a great improvement 
already. I take the case of appeals 
against allowances, where the number of 
cases of arrears has been reduced from 
1,050 to 350, both current and in arrear, 
of which number the current cases were 
more than half. Then I come to the 
Statistical Department, which was enor- 
mously in arrear at the beginning of 
1897. The reason for that was that 
practically the whole staff of that 
Department was appropriated to the 
extra work caused by the passing of the 
Rating Act. At present, however, there 
are no arrears in the Statistical Depart- 
ment, and the work is more forward than 
it has ever been before, and the Returns 
have been got out earlier than last year. 
The audits of the county councils and 
local authorities are also more forward 
than they have been for many years, and, 
with the exception of that branch of the 
Department to which I have referred, 
there is nothing of which the Department 
need be ashamed. The arrears which 
exist in the Engineering Department are 
partly owing to the great increase in 
the number of applications. There were 
over 40 in one week not very long ago. 
Another fact which has been taken into 
account is the retirement or change of 
duty of several of the best men, and the 
new men—lI need not explain in detail— 
require a great deal of supervision and 
teaching. On the whole, the arrears we 
have to face now are not of long stand- 
ing, they are of recent date; and, as I 
have said, we have every reason to con- 
gratulate ourselves upon the present con- 
dition of the work. 


*Srr H. FOWLER (Wolverhampton, 
E.): I think the House will be agreed 
that it is unfortunate that this important 
Vote should have only been brought on 
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a few minutes before 10 o’clock 
last night, and that the House is 
reduced to the defective method of 
discussing it on the Report stage. 
I do hope that in future years 
some better arrangement will be made 
to secure to the House a really full 
discussion of the important work of this 
Department. My honourable Friend the 
Member for Gloucester introduced two 
questions into this Debate which are 
of great importance. The first was 
directed—I won’t say to the reconstruc- 
tion of, but to an improvement in, the 
administration of the Local Government 
Board, with which the right honourable 
Gentleman has just been dealing. That 
was a step in the right direction, but it 
was only a step after all, and I do not 
think that the Report of the right 
honourable Gentleman’s departmental 
Committee was adequate. I think the 
Committee was timid in its scheme -f 
reorganisation of the administration of 
the Local Government Board, while the 
Treasury has chosen to reduce the pro- 
portions of the scheme, without regard to 
the special exigencies of the case. I am 
bound to say that the right honourable 
Gentleman takes a very optimistic view 
of the state of the Department; at any 
rate, outside opinion is not so well satis- 
fied as inside opinion appears to be with 
reference to its progress. The right 
honourable Gentleman has himself 
admitted a defect in regard to the 
Engineering branch. I venture to 
encourage the right honourable Gentle- 
man to again approach the Treasury, and, 
if need be, to throw upon it the responsi- 
bility if it will not accede to the 
demands of the Minister anxious to 
remedy a public inconvenience of a 
serious impediment in the local adminis- 
tration of the country. With reference. 
to the other question to which my right 
honourable Friend referred—the ques- 
tion of devolution. Well, Sir, that, I 
think, is one of the first questions that 
ought to engage the attention of the 
Local Government Board. I have not 
had the advantage of seeing what the 
right honourable Gentleman calls a 
Report, but, from what I can gather,. 
seems to have been a sort of fiasco, 
because the Committee discovered, after 
they had taken all the evidence, that 
they themselves were not. properly consti- 
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tuted. I think the right honourable 
Gentleman ought to settle that question 
for them at once. Devolution is one «f 
the first questions that ought to engagce 
the attention of the Local Government 
Board, but I do not think that a Depart- 
mental Committee is the best tribunai 
to which the question should be refered. 
I think it should have been referred to 
a Select Committee of the House. the 
right honourable Gentleman will probably 
recall the great controversy which arose 
with reference to the devolution of power 
to the newly-formed county councils. 
Well, Sir, in those days there was a great 
distrust of county councils, and honour- 
able Gentlemen opposite did not take 
that enthusiastic view of their capacity 
-and power that we took on this side of 
the House; and, if I remember aright, 
the clause which has been referred to 
to-day—namely, clause 10 in the Local 
Government Act—was a compromise 
~which, instead of defining what powers 
were to be transferred, included a Provi- 
sional Order, which the Local Govern- 





ment Board had power to put in 
for the transfer of the duties of 
any Department which appeared to 
be of an administrative character. 


Well, practically, Sir, nothing has been 
‘done under that clause, and I think we 
‘are very much indebted to honourable 
Members for raising this question in a 
‘practical form. We understand that 
the right honourable Gentleman has 


instituted this inquiry, but it need 
not be abortive, because the right 


honourable Gentleman will be the best 
‘judge, upon the evidence given, of what 
should be done, and I am sure, if he 
makes one or two Provisional Orders, 
and not be frightened by local difficulties 
and jealousies, I think he will find that 
‘Parliament will be ready to support him 
in carrying out the ultimate end and in- 
‘tention of this great scheme of local 
government. This House has complained 
—everyone has complained—that we 
have capital Bills ready in the Depart- 
mental pigeon-holes, but Parliament has 
not the time to deal with them, and so 
a vast amount of good work is _ left 
undone. You have admirable organisa- 
‘tion in these county councils, singularly 
‘capable of doing the work quickly, well, 
‘and economically, and practically they 
Sir H. H. Fowler. 
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are crying out for more work to do. I 
think it is a great pity that a valuable 
instrument like the county council 
should be allowed to rust for want of 
additional powers. I know I am touch- 
ing on dangerous ground, and must 
keep clear of legislative suggestion, but 
I may, perhaps, express my opinion that 
the only practical way to relieve the pre- 
sent congested state of public business 
in this House is by a large measure of 
devolution to local- authorities of an 
administrative character. I am pleased 
to hear that the right honourable Gentle- 
man will give his best consideration to 
the scheme put forward with reference 
to Wales, and I can see no reason why, in 
such a case, with freedom from a great 
deal of the jealousy that crippled local 
government in this country, if the local 
authorities can agree on a dividing line 
between the various classes of local 
authorities,. and present a scheme which 
they are prepared to support, totally 
irrespective of political differences, I 
cannot see why the Local Government 
Board should not look on it with favour, 
and endeavour to secure the sanction of 
Parliament to it through the medium of 
a Provisional Order. I recognise with 
pleasure the spirit and intention indi- 
cated by the right honourable Gentle- 
man in dealing with this matter, and I 
congratulate him on the improved state 
of his Department. I believe, if he had 
been a little more  pertinacious, and 
applied a little more pressure to the 
Treasury, and the Treasury would be a 
little more generous, there would be less 
complaint of delay than there is at pre- 
sent. I hope the right honourable 
Gentleman will seriously take up this 
question of devolution as a means of 
solving great problems that have long 
perplexed the House. 


Question put, and Resolution agreed 
to, 


5. “That a sum, not exceeding £114,773, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
vear ending on the 31st day of March, 1€99, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Local 
Government Board in Ireland, including cer- 
tain Grants in Aid of Local Taxation.” — 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): Sir, with 


reference to distress in the West of 
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Ireland, we Irishmen feel humiliated when 
called upon, in the discharge of our duty, 
to come begging for relief from this 
House on behalf of our fellow-country- 
men, who inhabit a land as naturally rich 
and fertile as any country in Europe. 
While English Members show an impa- 
tience, and look upon our demands as 
an inroad on the common exchequer, it 
must not be forgotten that in this in- 
stance the demand had to be made by 
the Government. Sir, the relief of dis- 
tress which was necessitated this year 
will entail, I believe, a charge 
of £50,000 more—in a word, in this 
year we have had fully £100,000 ex- 
pended in order that men, women, and 
children in the west of Ireland should 
be saved from absolute destitution. 
These, Sir, are simple facts relating to 
the distress of this year, but these facts 
are of minor importance when compared 
with the stern fact so familiar to all of 
us—namely, that the distress of this year 
was only a symptom of a recurring 
malady. The periodical character of this 
distress is so fixed, as it were, in the 
economic and social conditions of the 
people in these distressed districts, that 
unless a barrier is erected against its 
recurrence it is almost certain that 
within the next five, six, or seven years 
Irish Members will again have to appeal 
to the Government to advance public 
money towards the relief of the poor 
people. Now this, Sir, is a matter which 
I respectfully ask the House to calmly 
consider before we leave for the long 
vacation, and I respectfully call the 
attention of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Leader of the House to this 
problem. Sir, I am content that chronic 
distress in these districts is capable of 
being remedied—in fact, I think that is 
now the general opinion of all those who 
have made a study of the question. 1 
am precluded, I believe, from discussing 
legislative remedies, but there are facts 
which I feel will help to carry convic- 
tion. I have alluded so far to the dis- 
tress of these districts direct, but it will 
be in the memory of honourable Mem- 
bers that in 1891 large sums of money 
were called for by the present Leader of 
the House, who was then Chief Secretarv 
for Ireland, to expend in these districts 
on the building of railways, which had 
for their object the relief of the poverty. 
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I have not the exact figures with me, 
but I believe the right honourable Gentle- 
man obtained from Parliament over half 
a million of money for the carrying out 
of these various and useful works. In 
1886 there was also distress in these 
very districts, and a sum of £40,000 had 
to be voted by Parliament to meet the 
evil of that particular year. Then again 
in 1889 and 1890 there was a far worse 
visitation of this calamity. Not less 
than two millions of money had to be 
expended in 1889 and 1890. In the 
early sixties we had the same evil in a 
modified form, while history tells us that 
earlier we had a famine, the like of which 
I hope will never be experienced in 
Ireland again, and which appealed to the 
sympathy of the whole civilised world. 
Going still further back, we had the 
famine of 1821 and 1822, which cost the 
Exchequer £300,000, whilst a charitable 
public subscribed the same sum. Then, 
Sir, during the century in which we live 
we have found the famines of 1821 and 
1847, and we have had instances of it 
in 1860, 1879, 1886, 1891, and the 
present year, and I think I would be well 
within the mark in saying that the relief 
of these various famines must have cost 
in public money eight or 10 million 
pounds. Now, Sir, I prefer not to dwell 
upon all the suffering that these famines 
have inflicted on the Irish people. My 
object is to bring home to the public 
mind of England what this evil costs 
in taxation, in the hope that they may 
see how much cheaper it will be to 
grapple with it. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable 
Member is now advocating legislative 
measures, which is not in order. 


Mr. DAVITT: I was suggesting that 
some remedy was required, but I am pre- 
cluded from discussing that remedy. All 
I wish to do is to point out that this 
distress is a symptom of a recurring 
malady, and that, unless some action be 
taken, we will again have this distress 
in a few years’ time. I wish to put 
before the House facts showing how this 
distress arises every few years, in order 
that some suggestion may follow as to 
future action. Of course, Sir, if you tell 
me that I am not privileged to do so, I 
must sit down. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable Mem- 
ber’s argument points to legislation, and 
consequently is not in order. 


Mr. DAVITT: In that event of 
course I must bow to your ruling, Sir. 
I only wish to say this, that we appeal 
most confidently to the Leader of this 
House, who has already attempted, in 
1891, and subsequently, to provide some 
remedy for this state of things. I ap- 
peal to him earnestly that during this 
Recess he will think this matter out, 
that he will bear in mind the facts and 
figures I have mentioned, and that 
though this recurring distress has cost 
an ercrmous sum of public money to 
the taxpayers of this country, yet it has 
cost hundreds of thousands of lives to 
the people of Ireland. I contend that 
it will be a great reproach and a scandal 
to the Government of this country, un- 
less, before another visitation of distress 
comes along, some attempt has been made 
to grapple with this evil. I maintain, 
Sir, that if the people living in these 
congested districts, people who will have 
to be relieved out of public money and 
private charity, if they are allowed to 
exercise their industrial energies on the 
land, and if additions are made to these 
heldings, I maintain that we should have 
an end put to these periodical petitions 
for help. These poor people, as well 
as their representatives in this House, 
do not wish to appear as mendicants 
before this Parliament and before the 
world. There sre natural means at 
hand to enable them to free themselves 
from poverty and destitution if this Par- 
liament will enable them to do so. I 
confidently appeal to the right honour- 
able Gentleman to go on with the work 
he began when he founded the Congested 
Districts Board, and he will build a 
monument, the foundation of which he 
laid a few years ago, in 1891. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrovr, Manchester, 
N.): Sir, the honourable Gentleman has 
accused the House of being reluctant 
to discuss questions connected with dis- 
tress in the west of Ireland. I think, 
Sir, in that he was rather unjust to the 
great majority of the Members of the 
House, who, I am _ convinced, have 


aways taken the greatest interest in one 
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of the most perplexing and embarrassing 
problems which the statesmen of this 
country, or indeed, of any country have 
had to face. Now, Sir, what is that 
problem? It is not simply that in Ire 
land we have occasionally to deal with 
exceptional distress; that is, unfortu- 
nately, an incident which cannot be 
avoided in any country. Times will 
ecme—they have come, for example, in 
Lancashire, in connection with the cot- 
ton industry ; they have come in other 
parts of this country in connection with 
other industries—in which large sections 
of the population have been reduced, 
through no fault of their own, through 
the operation of economic and natural 
laws, to a state of deep distress. I 
do not know that in their case this 
House has ever thought fit to come to 
their assistance by grants of public 
moneys as they have in the case of Ire- 
land; but there is this justification, 
among others, for the difference between 
them, that in this country there almost 
always is in the distressed area a con- 
siderable population not affected by the 
particular causes of distress, and in con- 
sequence of that fact it has been found 
possible, as a rule, to deal with such 
cases of exceptional distress through the 
ordinary machinery of local assistance. 
The local poor law and local charities, 
supplemented, no doubt, by general 
charities, these have been found = snffi- 
cient to deal with those cases apart from 
contributions from the Imperial Ex- 
chequer. In Ireland, unfortunately, 
that is not the case. In Ireland, when 
these periodical distresses have occurred, 
it is true, as the right ‘onourable 
Gentleman has pointed out, that from 
time to time this House has been asked 
to come to the assistance of the poor 
agriculturists in the west of Ireland, 
and the taxpayer generally has been 
required to subscribe to the assistance 
of one particular class of the community. 
Sir, the justification for that exception 
in the case of Ireland lies partly in 
historical causes, tc which I do not think 
it necessary or desirable to allude; but 
even more in the special circumstances 
of the case, and among the special cir- 
cumstances, especially, the fact that 
there is no class in these western dis- 
tricts who are capable of coming to the 
assistance of their poorer brethren, 
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there is no large supply of local wealth 
out of which their necessities can be 
fully met. Undoubtedly, local rescurces 
should first be taxed as far as they can 
be fairly taxed for that purpose, but 
they are not sufficient. Even in the 
present year, in which we are supposed 
to behave with undue harshness, as I 
understand, in the matter of distress, 
the country has contributed a great deal 
more than the local authorities were 
asked to do, and the fact to which the 
honourakle Gentleman has _ referred, 
of recurring distress and recurring assis- 
tance from this House, has found a new 
and melancholy exemplification. Of 
course, the causes of this distress, the 
economic causes of this distress, are not 
far to seek. They arise from a cause 
which may be described in one word, 
want of variety in the sources from 
which the local population derive their 
subsistence. For a long time it was 
the potato alone in many parts of the 
country on which they depended. Hardly 
arything else was at their disposal, 
hardly any other source of livelihood was 
open to them; and wher the potato 
disease declared itself, and when, from 
time to time, that disease has recurred 
in any serious form, people dependent on 
potatces necessarily and obviously must 


suffer acute distress. Sir, the 
want of variety can only be 
met in two ways. You = may 


increase the variety of the agricultural 
products, or you may increase the num- 
ber of trades or professions which these 
people have at their disposal. Both of 
these objects ought to be aimed at by 
anybody who desires to remedy the dis 
tress in the west of Ireland. We may 
point to the action of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board as one machinery by which 
variety in industries has been augmented. 
If a man is dependent partly on fishing 
and partly on potatoes, let us say, to take 
a very simple case, it is manifest that 
unless there happens to be a failure of 
fishing and potatoes in the same year, he 
has, at all events, some resource on which 
he can depend, even though fishing may 
be less prosperous than in previous 
years, and although the potatoes may be 
suffering more or less from serious 
disease. The greatest difficulty, no 
doubt, arises from those parts of Ireland 
where there is no access to the sea. 
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There you cannot hope to increase the 
variety of their interests by fishing, but 
something may be done in the way of 
planting other industries. | Everybody 
knows how difficult the operation is. 
Everybody acquainted with the history of 
economics knows that it is no simple 
matter to introduce new industries, 
cottage industries or other industries, 
artificially, in a population where there 
is neither the natural education nor that 
natural aptitude that comes from genera- 
tions of experience, and where capital is 
not forthcoming from local or other 
sources, and in order to supply the 
necessary machinery and necessary plant 
for the new industries which it is desired 
to found. There remains only one other 
means by which this variety may be ob- 
tained, and that is by so increasing the 
size of the holdings in the occupation of 
these agriculturists who have neither 
fishing to depend on to supplement their 
income nor other industries other than 
fishing. Unless we can increase the size 
of the holdings, I do not see how it is 
possible altogether to prevent the recur- 
rence of these periodical seasons of dis- 
tress when the potato disease makes its 
periodical visitations. 

Mr. DAVITT: I am sorry to interrupt 
the right honourable Gentleman. It is 
true that in this very year, in places 
where subsidiary industries were estab- 
lished by the Congested Districts Board, 
the cry of distress was raised almost at 
once, and large sums of money had to be 
distributed, whereas in Clare Island. 
which was purchased by the Congested 
Districts Board, and in which the hold- 
ings were enlarged, no distress whatever 
prevailed in the island, and no money of 
any kind was distributed. That illus- 
trates, I think, the last point of the right 
honourable Gentleman. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I do not gather that there is 
any conflict between the honourable 
Gentleman and myself on this subject. 
We are both agreed, as I understand, 
that variety is what is wanted, whether 
the variety is obtained by industries other 
than agricultural industries or by increas 
ing the variety of agricultural products, 
and that is only possible if the holdings 
themselves are enlarged. That is the 
problem, and the problem can only 
gradually be solved. I should be 
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trespassing on your ruling, Mr. Speaker, 
if I were to discuss with the honour- 
able Gentleman the means by which that 
solution could be effected, but I think 
the whole House must be at one with me 
in thinking that in those parts—in any 
part of the country—dependent on agri- 
culture alone, it is to the increase of the 
size of the holdings, and to that chiefly, 
that we must look. I do not wish to 
underrate what has been done in the way 
of improving the actual yield of the hold- 
ings as they now exist. I think a good 
deal has been done, but undoubtedly the 
condition of agriculture in the west of 
Ireland has been such that the best 
methods of agriculture, the best methods 
of raising stock, the best methods of 
turning the land to account, have not 
been always within the reach of the popu- 
lation. I think the Congested Districts 
Board has done much to remedy that, 
and is in process of doing more. Much 
may be done, but still it is obvious that 
if a holding be too small to support a 
family in comfort, year in and year out, 
no mere improvement in the method of 
agriculture would afford a_ sufficient 
remedy for that evil. I hope, therefore, 
we may gradually see in the west of 
Ireland, especially those districts of it 
to which I have referred, such gradual 
growth in the size of the holdings as may 
ultimately make these recurring dis- 


tresses more and more rare in their 
occurrence, and in time, it may be, 
finally to disappear altogether. I 


emphatically endorse what fell from 
the henourable Member in one part of 
his speech. I quite agree with him as 
to the demoralising effect of these appli- 
cations to the community for assistance, 
whether they are addressed to the chari- 
table public, or to this House. The 
honourable Member knows, and TI know, 
that sometimes the cry of distress is—I 
will not say a fictitious cry, but an 
exaggerated cry. I do not say that as 
a matter of blame to anybody concerned, 
for it is absolutely inevitable. If people 
have once sunk into the unfortunate, but 
in this case inevitable, position of having 
te apply to Parliament or the country for 
assistance, when distress occurs, the pro- 
cess is too simple and too obvious not to 
be occasionally resorted to when, as a 
matter of fact, distress does not amount 
in quantity or quality to a degree which 
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would justify the giving of assistance. I 
de not say that as a matter of criticism 
or blame; I mention it as a fact, which 
no one who is acquainted with the dis- 
trict in question can dispute, and such a 
fact is extremely demoralising ; and every 
lover of Ireland, whether he sits on the 
other side of the House, or on this, would 
desire that it should disappear as soon as 
possible. That the Irish in the west of 
Ireland should be put far above the 
necessity of appealing for public assist- 
ance is my most earnest desire, and as 
far as the Government can further that 
object, I can assure the honourable Mem- 
ber that they will do so. I rather think 
the honourable Member had in his mind 
legislative projects and machinery, to 
which I might find it impossible to assent. 
I think it right to say that—without tres- 
passing upon your ruling, Sir—in order 
to avoid misconception; but I, for my 
part, fully concur with the honourable 
Member in the object he has in view. I 
think he has put his finger on the evil 
with which we have to deal, and I should 
be glad to give him, or any other person, 
every assistance In my power to Carry out 
this object. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): We all 
regret the absence of the Chief Secretary, 
and also the cause of his absence, and we 
trust he may soon be able to resume 
his work. I have been extremely desirous 
of going at some length into the 
disputed cases which have arisen between 
us as to the disposition of relief in Ire- 
land, but in the absence of the right 
honourable Gentleman I do not care to 
go into the question. Now, Sir, the 
speech to which we have just listened is 
a speech full of sympathy with the con- 
dition of the people in the west of Ire- 
land, and I deeply regret that, perhaps 
partially owing to your ruling, Sir, we 
have not had a more definite foreshadow- 
ing of an earnest attempt on the part 
of the Government to deal, though at 
the eleventh hour, with this deplorable 
state of things. I know, Sir, that we are 
debating this subject under circumstances 
of great difficulty, and what I propose to 
confine myself to for a brief period is a 
criticism of the administration of relief 
which has obtained during the present 
year, and also to make a slight compari- 
son between that system and the system 
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adopted by the Congested Districts 
Board with regard to the administration 
of relief in the west of Ireland during the 
present year. I have protested on every 
possible occasion against the spirit and 
the method of that administration, and 
I do so, Sir, because I believe it to be 
based upon a radically false idea. The 
extension of the principle laid down by 
the Chief Secretary for the administra- 
tion of relief in the west of Ireland during 
this distress, if it were accepted by us 
without protest, is likely to postpone 
what we all desire—namely, the applica- 
tion of a permanent remedy. Why do I 
take that view! I take that view 
because, in my opinion, the Government, 
in dealing with this question, have 
uniformly, or, to a great extent—what- 
ever they may say in their speeches— 
overlooked the real facts of the situation. 
Now, the First Lord of the Treasury 
states in one sentence—and he is perfectly 
correct, in my judgment—the only 
ground upon which the Government can 
justify their action in coming to the 
relief by a special grant for those western 
districts. He pointed out that we have 
had depression in England, Scotland, and 
Wales, and other parts of Ireland, and 
that the Government had not felt called 
upon to make special grants. Then why, 
he asked, had successive Governments 
felt themselves compelled to make special 
grants of money to meet the ever- 
recurring periods of distress in the west 
of Ireland! And he went on to explain 
why. He said— 


“Because here’ you have a population occu- 
pied in one single industry, and in some 
large districts there is no population suffi- 
ciently wealthy to come to the relief of their 
fellows who are in a state of starvation, 
whereas, in other parts of the country, there 
is always some section of the people who are 
not suffering distress, and who are able to 
bear a portion of the exceptional distress 
which affects their neighbours.” 


Now, Sir, that is at the bottom of the 
whole question. You have here a popu- 
lation living in an entirely exceptional 
way, a large population and a large area 
of country in a chronic state of bans- 
ruptcy. Even in an ordinary year 
the population is always on the 
verge of starvation, and is not able to 
meet its ordinary and normal obliga- 
tions, and, as the right honourable 
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Gentleman has truly said, the Govern- 
ment is bound to come to their relief by 
the special means of public funds—Irish 
funds, but still public funds—because the 
district is so poor and the mass of the 
population is so sunk in poverty that it 
is impossible for the surrounding popu- 
lation to bear the extra burden of its 
relief. That being so, and being so in 
the words of the right honourable Gentle- 
man himself, how does he justify the new 
departure, which seeks to throw this 
extra yoke upon people in this chronic 
state of poverty? There it is, Sir, that 
I say that this new policy of the Govern- 
ment is radically wrong. Nothing could 
be imagined more cruel, or more inde- 
fensible, or more unjust, than to say that 
in such distress as we have in the west 
of Ireland in a year like the present, 
“You must increase your rates, in order 
to feed those who are actually starving.” 
Now, Sir, it would be very difficult to 
get into the minds of men who live in 
a country like England any adequate 
appreciation of the actual facts. I have 
in my hand a copy of, one of the exceed- 
ingly interesting letters, which have ap 
peared in the Manchester Guardian, 
by Professor Long. Mr. Long is a pro- 
minent agricultural expert, a strong 
Unionist in politics, and a supporter of 
the Government, and therefore his words 
ought to carry great weight, because thev 
put in a striking light—I am not ex- 
aggerating the intensity of the poverty— 
the frightful condition of the people. 
This is what he says— 


“Father Healy has employed a good many 
men who have been glad to work for 6d. 
a day, which, I take for granted, is a 
wage he would have increased had he pos- 
sessed the means. So much was work sought 
at the Government pay of 10d. a day that 
50 men walked 40 miles in one day to see 
the guardians, and endeavour to induce them 
to grant orders for relief work, but entirely 
without success. Let us all endeavour to 
comprehend what this means to under-fed 
men, with families wanting food. Can we 
imagine the apparent hopelessness of life 4 
one who, after such an expenditure of physica 
energy, returns to his cabin and his famish- 
ing little ones still further from all that he 
needs, worn, and weary, and almost aban- 
doning hope?” 


Just imagine a population where you 
have a large body of men anxious to 
work for 6d. a day, and walking a dis- 
tance of 20 miles and hack again in 
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aday! If that is the condition that pre 
vails, it is no use to provide temporary 
remedies ; you must deal with the matter 
in a way which will bring these people 
permanently out of their chronic con- 
dition of distress and starvation. As 
long as you have these families living on 
holdings which are entirely too small for 
them, and as long as they are charged 
rack rents of 10s. or 15s. an acre for land 
worth only 1s., you cannot improve their 
condition. Without going back over the 
disputed points between us and the Chief 
Secretary, I hold that the Government 
are going backwards when they propose, 
by the legislation introduced this year 
and by the administration of the present 
relief works, to depart from the previous 


practice and to shift on to the 
shoulders of these bankrupt and 
poverty-stricken unions so large a 


proportion of the relief of exceptiona' 
distress as they can squeeze out of them. 
That is the present position, and I say 
that in my opinion this is a step back. 
wards, and is a policy which we must 
appose, not only because of the tempo- 
rary consequences which will follow upon 
it, but because it seems to me to indicate 
that the Government are approaching 
this question in a less sympathetic spirit 
and with a less larger comprehension 
of the problem they have to deal with 
than previous Governments have done. 
Now, Sir, there is one part of the speech 
of the right honourable Gentleman which 
I heartily accept. What are the ways of 
dealing with the poverty in the West of 
Ireland? One is the way. which has 
been practised so largely in the past, of 
waiting until the cry of distress of starva- 
tion is raised, and until it is proved that 
the people arein danger of starvation, arid 
then giving charitable doles. A more 
immoral or more wasteful way of dealing 
with the condition of things in the west 
of Ireland it is impossible to conceive. 
We are, of course, continually subjected 
to the painful and horrible task of rais- 
ing this question. But what are we to 
do? Are we to allow these people to lie 
down on the roadside and die of starva- 
tion? I know that hundreds and 
thousands of people have existed in Ire 
land during this year for months on one 
meal a day, and that less than a mode 
rate sufficiency for a human being. We 
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cannot see this kind of thing going on 


without raising a protest. We are told 
when we repeat the stories sent to us 
from the west of Ireland by people who 
live on the spot, that we are exaggerat- 
ing and giving currency to exaggerations. 
Sir, I quite agree with the right honour- 
able Gentleman that there never is a case 
of distress in Ireland or in any other 
country where you have not a great deal 
of exaggeration. It is impossible for any 
man—lI have often felt it myself—to live 
in the midst of starvation or distress 
verging on starvation without indulging 
in exaggeration. I admit myself that I 
should be disposed to exaggerate even for 
the purpose of arousing public opinion 
when you see this suffering round you. 
You cannot remain absolutely calm and 
critical and cool, and you are very apt 
to overdraw the picture. And, of course, 
the poor people who live on the spot very 
often exaggerate, for wherever you have 
distress you have demoralisation. I have 
myself been a witness of the fact that the 
people who are the least distressed often 
make the loudest outery. I have over 
and over again, in my own experience, 
found that the people who make no com. 
plaint whatever, and who are too proud 
to make complaint, are brought to the 
very verge of actual death from starva- 
tion before anyone knows that they are 
in distress ; whereas the men who are not 
in extreme want shout, and clamour, and 
complain. These things will always 
occur wherever you have extreme dis- 
tress. Demoralisation is widespread 
wherever you have this system of tempo- 
rary relief. Now, Sir, there is another 
method which has been to a great extent 
ignored in Ireland, and that is the 
endeavour to apply steady,  per- 
manent relief which will not stop at the 
moment when the people come to die of 
starvation, but will go on from year to 
year for the purpose of removing the 
people altogether from this danger and 
putting the population in a position t? 
support themselves. That is the policy 
for which we plead, that is the adminis- 
tration of relief for which we plead ; and 
there cannot be the slightest doubt that 
if all the money which has been paid 
away in Ireland for temporary relief had 
been wisely administered with that view 
from the beginning we should not have 
famine or such distress as prevails in 
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Ireland at the present day. The right 
honourable Gentleman alluded to the 
labours carried on in the administration 
of the relief of distress to a certain 
extent by the Congested Districts Board 
in the last two years, and he spoke of 
the introduction of new industries. Sir, 
something may have been done w- 
wards the introduction of new indus- 
tries, but I have watched a larg? 
portion of the Congested Districts 
Board’s labours very carefully, and, while 
I know that a good deal has been done 
in certain spots, it is but a drop in che 
ocean, and it is not the way in which to 
get the best value or the best return 
for your money, because I have always 
noticed that in dealing with populations 
like those of the west of Ireland, what 
you have got to do is, as far as possible, 
to follow nature. Whenever you attempt 
to plant anything amongst the people 
which is artificial, and about which there 
is a great deal in the newspapers, and 
glowing descriptions of the wonderful 
good that has been done, it is still an 
exotic, and does not at all give promise 
of that permanence which would arise 
from some scheme having for its object 
to enable the people to do that which 
they are accustomed to do, and which 
they are entitled to do. That, I think, is 
the guiding principle which should 
govern the administration of relief in 
Ireland, and the right honourable Gentle- 
man anvears to have been entirely con- 
verted to, or rather to have adopted, that 
view in regard to the people in the west 
of Ireland. These unfortunate people are 
industrious and hard-working. They 
understand thoroughly one branch of 
human industry, and if you would take 
these people to-morrow, and put them— 
I will not say on rich land, but on poor 
land, giving them aid to a fair and rea- 
sonable amount, you would be perfectly 
astonished as to how they would create 
a little capital out of that soil, and in a 
very short time become so independent 
as to save the lives of the population. 
It is only by opening to these people an 
opportunity for exercising the industry 
which they know, and which they have 
practised for generations, that you can 
restore their prosperity. It is perfectly 
useless to do otherwise, and I confess 
that I have listened with some dis- 
appointment to the statement of the 
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First Lord of the Treasury, which was 
otherwise so sympathetic, when he spoke 
of gradually and slowly improving the 
condition of things. I know it will take 
some time, but if the Government would 
apply themselves vigorously and actively 
to the task, it would not be at all as 
long a process as the right honourable 
Gentleman seems to imagine. It has 
only, up to the present time, been done 
experimentally in one or two cases under 
the Congested Districts Board, and the 
result. of those experiments has been 
astonishing. Whenever the cry of dis- 
tress has been raised before in Ireland, 
those of us who have had the misfor- 
tune of being obliged to study the ques- 
tion, knew perfectly well that the first 
cry would come from the islands of 
Clare and Achill, and that even where 
there might be less distress than in the 
rest of the country, they would be almost 
the first and foremost to cry out that 
they were starving. They were tortured 
by all kinds of expeditions by the police 
to levy the biggest rents in those islands, 
and the distress and suffering in those 
islands was almost perennial. But now 
the land has been distributed amongst 
the people, and in this year of acute dis- 
tress we did not get a single applica- 
tion for relief from those islands. Well, 
Sir, there you have an example, as well 
as on the French estate in the county of 
Galway, where a similar course was 
adopted of the one effectual method by 
which, whenever public money is avail- 
able, and can be used, of putting an end 
for ever to the recurring and miserable 
cry of distress, and this demoralisation 
of the people. Sir, there is one other 
consideration which I would venture to 
press upon the House before I sit down. 
The First Lord of the Treasury, in his 
speech, asked the House a question as 
to why it was that the House of Com. 
mons was called upon, and felt com- 
pelled to make special provision and spe- 
cial grants for this recurring distress in 
Ireland, when no such thing was done 
for the rest of the United Kingdom. He 
gave an excellent reason, to which I have 
already alluded, why the population, 
which was at such a dead level of poverty, 
could not be charged with the relief of 
any part of the locality. But, Sir, there 
is another reason which I have heard 
given in this House before, but to 
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which the right honourable Gentle- 
man did not allude on the present 


occasion—a reason which, in my 
opinion, is even more powerful than 
the reason he gave, and it is this. 


He has himself frequently admitted, and 
I think the Chief Secretary also, that 
this Government—I do not mean the 
present Government, but the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain—has a responsi- 
bility for this state of things in Ireland 
which imposes upon it an obligation to 
rescue the people from the position in 
which they are placed. It cannot be said 
that this poverty-stricken people are in 
anything like the same position as people 
in any other part of the United King- 
dom. Their ancestors were driven into 
the position by the operation of hateful 
laws which were directed against that un- 
fortunate people. The expression. “To 
hell or Connaught” has passed into the 
history of our country, and these popula- 
tions have been the victims of dreadful 
civil wars and proscriptions, and sweep- 
ing evictions, such as have horrified all 
who have read of them in the history 
of Ireland. It is not only because they 
are sunk in this terrible condition of 
poverty, from which they are, by the 
admission of the Government, utterly 
unable to extricate themselves, but it is 
because they were sunk into that posi- 
tion by the action of the Government of 
this United Kingdom that the obligation 
in all justice and honour is thrown upon 
the Government of this great and 
wealthy Empire to come to the rescue of 
this people and place them in a position 
where they shall become a self-respecting 
and self-supporting population, instead of 
being in the wretched state of perpetual 
mendicancy under which they now exist. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I think, 
Mr. Speaker, that no one will deny our 
right to say a few words on the impor. 
tant subject raised by the speech of my 
honourable Friend. I have no intention, 
Sir, of going outside in any way the 
limits which you have properly imposed 
upon the discussion; but there is on+ 
suggestion I should like to make to the 
House. The Report of Supply we are 
now considering includes the Vote for 
the Local Government Board of Ireland. 
Now, I think we have a serious complaint 
to make of the Local Government Board 
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in connection with this matter in ona 
respect, and it is in respect of the fact 
that we do not get sufficient information 
from it about this subject. Now, what 
will happen, Mr. Speaker? Relief will be 
distributed, and then the same thing will 
occur again, as has happened many times 
during the last 80 years. Now, Sir, is 
the Local Government Board going 19 
allow the incident to close in that way 
without any addition to what I will adiuit, 
if you like, for the sake of argument, is 
the useful help they have given up to the 
present time, or are they prepared to 
give no further guidance in regard to the 
problem with which we have to deal for 
supplying us with more information? It 
is said that the suffering in the present 
emergency has been exaggerated, yet we 
know that something must be done, and 
we require more information to enable 
us to guard against a recurrence of such 
distress in the future. Now, let ms 
suggest one other point upon which 1 
think information is required. We have 
got a Congested Districts Board in Ire- 
land, but we want to know whether the 
arez, of suffering caused by these famines 
is extending. There is now no place 
whera we can get this information. A 
few years ago one of the most dis- 
tinguished members of the Irish Local 
Government Board retired after 50 years’ 
service, and the first thing he did after 
his retirement was, as a sort of legacy, to 
write a book on these famines, giving 
some particulars from which possibly my 
nonourable Friend got some of the facts 
he has given on this matter this evening. 
But why should he have to wait until a 
private individual who has left the ser- 
vice of the Government gives us such in- 
formation? Why should not the Govern- 
ment examine into the particular crisis 
we have had now and tell us to how it 
differs from previous ones, and whether 
it has been worse or better, and exactly 
what area it has covered? The First 
Lord of the Treasury, in his sympathetic 
speech—which I think adds another obli- 
gation to those he has placed Ireland 
under by his conduct of business in this 
House during the present Session—states 
that there had been distress in Lanca 
shire and other parts of the United King- 
dom just like that in Ireland. In that 1 
do not think he is quite accurate. There 
is no distress like it in any other 
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part of the United Kingdom. It 
occurs in Ireland with persistent 
regularity, but what has been re 
ferred to as the Lancashire famine 
results from trade disturbances caused 
by the American War, and if there be 
distress in a great industrial centre in 
South Wales it is the direct conse- 
quence of circumstances of an entirely 
different character, and the cause of 
which is well known. If distress arises in 
industrial communities, it is due to fluc- 
tuations in trade, but in Ireland there 
are no such fluctuations, or, at any rate, 
they are very slight. Of course, it may 
be that in a wet season the potato crop 
fails, or some other crop fails, but we 
do not find that a short crop in any 
other country has flung the people into 
famine, and caused the Parliament to 
take such a step as we are called upon to 
take here. No, Sir, broadly speaking 
there are no fluctuations in Ireland which 
will account for these frequent outbreaks 
of distress. A fluctuation, amounting to 
only 5 per cent. of the whole agricul- 
tural produce of Ireland, should not 
bring the people to the starvation point 
as it does. Why is this? I say that the 
Irish Local Government Board should 
give us assistance in the form of fuller 
information. The Local Government 
Board has never given us such help. It 
has been in existence now in Ireland for 
50 years, ever since the poor law system 
was established. These famines have 
been no better since the poor law was 
established than they were before, and 
we cannot get full and true information 
about them. I should have wished to put 
a question on this matter to the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he were present, 
but perhaps the Attorney General may 
be able to give us a promise—and I am 
quite sure that he could do so without over- 
stepping the limits of prudence—that the 
Local Government Board will prepare 
an elaborate Report upon all the facts 
connected with the present distress. 
There is one curious fact that I should 
like to have inquired into. My honour. 
able Friend has stated that about 
£100,000 has been spent, partly by this 
House, and partly by local representative 
bodies, in relieving distress—£50,000 
by this House, and over £50,000 from 
other sources, making £100,000 alto- 
zether. Well, now, I should like to see 
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if that £100,000 was spent, as probavly 
it was spent, on ordinary food and stimu 
lants in-Ireland. If so, three-fourths of 
the amount went straight into the Trea- 
sury as clean as if it had been handed 
over by this House to the British 
Treasury, and the amount actually spent 
would be reduced to £25,000. That is a 
matter that might well be inquired into 
by the Local Government Board, They 
might ascertain what has been done with 
the money, and if it has been so spent 
the fact will throw a light upon the 
whole question. We ought to get infor- 
mation irom the Local Government 
Board as to the areas in which this dis- 
tress has existed, and as to whether those 
areas are widening or not, and as to the 
classes of people who suffer. I believe 
that in that way valuable material might 
be gathered for the guidance of this 
House in dealing with the question. 
Mr. T. P. O°;CONNOR (Liverpool, Scot- 
land): Mr. Speaker, I am very glad 
indeed that we are precluded by the tone 
of the Debate from going back to some of 
the vexed and rather aggravating ques 
tions that have divided those on these 
benches from the Government during the 
course of the Session. I think myself 
that the First Lord of the Treasury, in 
one of the statements he made, gave a 
justification for the attitude we took up 
in regard to certain proposals in the 
Local Government Bill as to these dis- 
tressed districts, because he declared, 
and nobody has denied the statement, 
that the distress of the people in 
those districts was largely  aggra- 
vated by the fact that the districts 
as a whole were so poor as_ to 
leave no residue of the population in a 
position to assist the most distressed 
section of the peovle. Sir, that is our 
position. Our position with regard to 
that part of the Bill was that it required 
the poor to support the poor to an extent 
that could not properly be placed upon 
them. I think the speech of the First 
Lord of the Treasury was one very well 
calculated to inspire a great deal 
of hope with regard to the future. 
My honourable Friend the Member 
for East Mayo alluded to the 
statement of a rather controversial 
character of the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, that the solution of this problem 
must be of a slow and yradual nature. 
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I do not quite place the same inter- 
pretation on that statement of the First 
Lord of the Treasury as my honouraple 
Friend. I should imagine in the first 
place that the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury is not in a position according to 
the ruling of the Chair, or, indeed, ac- 
cording to the necessities of his office, 
tc make anything like a large promise 
with regard to the future proposals of 
the Government. I can quite under- 
stand why the First Lord should be 
cautious, and even modest, in any vro- 
mises as to future policy that he may 
give to the House upon this occasion, 
and therefore I read and interpret the 
statement of the First Lord in the light 
of those limitations. My interpretation 
of what the First Lord meant was that 
this social problem is large and, to a 
certain extent, difficult, and that a con- 
siderable portion of time, whatever the 
result may be, would unquestionably be 
required to arrive at a satisfactory and 
final solution. I assume that that would 
be the case even if the First Lord of 
the Treasury were to bring in large and 
heroic legislation on the subject. Now, 
Sir, I wish at once to say that I do not 
think it would be of the least use 
for the Government to approach this 
question in anything like a nigyardly 
or half-hearted spirit. It is a large 
problem, it is a deep problem, it is a 
growing problem. At the same time 
the remedy is not far to seek, and is 
not very difficult. If the Government 
would only make up their minds that 
it was their function and their mission 
to solve this problem before they left 
office, I am perfectly sure that the 
Government would solve the problem. 
Well, now, I think that it is the mis- 
sion and the duty of the Government 
to solve this problem. They have a 
very large majority, they have very great 
power, both in this House and in another 
place, and they cannot apprehend on 
a question of this kind any resistance 
from any part of the Opposition. They 
are certainly in a better position to deal 
with these problems of Irish life than 
any Government which has existed be- 
fore them, and I would almost say than 
any Government which is likely to exist 
after them. Furthermore, Sir, this 
Government is bound to live up to its 
profession. I will rot at this period 
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of the Session cast any doubt upon their 
desire in good faith to fulfil their pro- 
mises, but this Government is bound to 
show that this Parliament can govern 
Ireland as well, as wisely, and as sym- 
pathetically as an Irish Parliament 
maintained by the people of Ireland 
themselves would do; and therefore it 
is their duty to take up these problems 
one ofter another and do their best to 
solve them. Now, Sir, this question 
of the western population of Ireland is 
cne in which everybody born west of 
the Channel, as I was myself, must feel 
a very deep interest. I was brought 
up in close contiguity to the popula 
tion of those districts, and I can speak 
upon the question from some personal 
knowledge. I remember distinctly a 
fact which, when I was only a boy, 
made a great impression upon my mind 
and brought home to me the position of 
these people. There was a sailing-boat 
going across the bay of Galway, which 
was manned by two or three men. They 
had before them a difficult and laborious 
task, and I found that the entire food 
supply with which they had provided 
themselves for this hard day’s work was 
a small bowl of potatoes. Those people 
were able to do that very hard work 
and still to be perfectly happy on this 
very small bowl of potatoes. Well, Sir, 
that brought home to my mind, young 
as I was, how small the provision of 
this people must be, and yet how ener- 
getic and contented they could be under 
that small subsistence. Well, Sir, later 
on I made the acquaintance of a medical 
man who was on duty in that part of the 
country, and medical men, as weall know, 
are brought more closely into relation 
with the real lives of the poor than the 
members of any other profession, with, 
perhaps, the exception of ministers of 
religion, and I remember very well that 
this young friend of mine, who nad just 
taken his degree, was appointed to one 
of these congested districts in Conne- 
mara, and a fact which is still shocking 
in my recollection is that he told me 
that it frequently happened that a 
woman in her confinement had only a 
bed of seaweed to lie upon. These are 
facts that should enable us to realise 
the condition of affairs. In fact, there 
has long ceased to be any dispute with 
regard to the facts. There may be 
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doubts as to whether the distress has 
reached an exceptionally high point, but 
there is no conflicting opinion between 
us as to the fact that the distress in 
these districts is chronic and requires 
very serious consideration. Now, I 
interpret the speech of the First Lord 
of the Treasury as meaning that, in 
his mind, the case has been established, 
and that a remedy must be brought in 
by the Government; that that remedy 
must take, as one of its shapes, the 
enlargement of the small holdings upon 
which these people are compelled to live ; 
and that, so far as he is concerned, any 
attempt to solve the problem on these 
lines will meet with his fullest sympathy 
and support. I do not understand that 
as meaning that the First Lord of the 
Treasury suggests that a Measure of this 
kind should be brought in by a private 
Member, but that, according to him, this 
is the duty of the Government, and a 
duty which the Government are deter- 
mined and ready to carry out. For these 
reasons I welcome the speech of the First 
Lord of the Treasury as holding out some 
hope for the future. I should haye been 
glad if he had been able to speak in more 
specific terms. I think my honourable 
Friend who introduced this question, and 
many men in Ireland, and elsewhere, who 
have sacrificed themselves in this move- 
ment for so long a time, have at least 
the satisfaction of knowing that the con- 
ditions of the problem are now admitted, 
and that there is practically a unanimous 
agreement in the House as to the neces- 
sity of an early remedy. 


Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): I do 
not intend to keep the House any time, 
but I should like to say a few words upon 
the subject of relief of this distress, and 
also on the subject of obtaining informa- 
tion which can be placed before this 
House. I do not think that the last 
answer I had from the Chief Secretary, 
who I am sorry is not here, was quite satis- 
factory. I appealed very strongly to the 
Chief Secretary on behalf of the West of 
Ireland, and on behalf of West Clare. I 
pointed out to him the terrible distress 
that prevailed. I pointed out to him 
that I had seen it myself, that I had per- 
sonally driven from house to house for 
miles ahd miles, and seen the deep dis- 
tress, the terrible poverty, pressing upon 
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all sides. When I appealed to the right 
honourable Gentleman for special relief 
I was told that they had no means by 
which to gauge the extent of this distress. 
What I would ask the Government to do 
is to send down to the place itself, and 
to go to the people who have some posi- 
tion there, and live there, and then you 
would very soon see where that distress is, 
and how it canberemedied. I myself was 
one of a deputation that went to the 
Chief Secretary last February, and we 
laid before him the way in which we con- 
sidered the distress in that part of Ire- 
land should be remedied. We had a 
very nice reception. We had deep sym- 
pathy, but nothing else. No man appre- 
ciates more than I do the sympathetic 
speech of the right honourable Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury. The 
only thing that I am anxious about is 
that it should not end there; and I think 
the sooner his sympathy is allowed to 
bear some practical fruits the better it 
will be for this country and better for 
Ireland. The Chief Secretary has always 
taken the view that there is great diff- 
culty in relieving this distress, because 
you have two forms of it—chronic 
poverty and temporary distress. I think 
every Member of the House will acknow- 
ledge that where chronic poverty reigns 
temporary distress will be more accen- 
tuated there than anywhere else, and for 
years there has been more or less of this 
chronic poverty in certain parts of Ire 
land. What I complain of is that no 
measures have been taken to relieve this 
distress permanently. We have always 
asked the Government to give some per- 
manent relief, and no doles of £50,000 a 
year are of the slightest use. You will 
never have happiness where you have 
starvation. I think that is a maxim that 
everyone here will agree with. There is 
another way in which we might relieve 
distress—I have mentioned this betore, 
and I know [I shall be laughed at—by 
teaching the people a system of cooking, 
in order that the little they have may be 
made the most of. We have got an 
instance in the last twenty-four hours; 
one of the greatest citizens of London, 
and I may say he is an Irishman, has 
given £100,000 in order that the work- 
ing classes of this great town of yours 
shall be better fed. No one is more 
delighted than I am, but I do hope that. 
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rich man will recollect, after all, the coun- 
try of his birth, and that he will allow 
that fund which is now being made up to 
help in teaching these poor peasants how 
they can best apply the poor food—and 
‘God knows it is poor enough—they have 
at present. Unless the Government will 
spend money, in order that the industries 
-of the distressed part of Ireland shall be 
made payable, they will never do any 
good. What I do complain of is that 
when representatives of the people sent 
here bring up this matter their opimon 


is systematically ignored. I trust and 
hope, after what the First Lord 
has said to-day, that he will show 
that his sympathy is no_ barren 


thing, and that this great and rich 
country will help us. You owe it to us 
and we ask you to do it. What we ask 
for is really our right. It must be to 
your advantage that these different 
places in Ireland where chronic poverty 
has reigned for years should have a 
fresh remedy applied to them by this 
country, and that a proper Vote should 
be given for this purpose. I appeal to 
the right honourable Gentleman to give 
us the full and complete Return we ask 
for, in order that we may, in an orderly 
and business-like manner, lay before the 
House the best way in which remedies 
can be applied in order to relieve our 
people from want, and make these dark 
and black spots in our country happy 
and prosperous. 


Resolution agreed to, 


6. “That a sum, not exceeding £26,119, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
yeir ending on the 31st day of March, 1899. 
for the Salaries and Expenses of tle Oftice of 
Public Works in Ireland.” 


Agreed to. 
Cuass IIT. 


7. “That a sum, not exceeding £77,151, 
be granted to Her Majesty. to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1399, 
for the Salaries, Allowances, Expenses, end 
Pensions of various County Court Ofticers, of 
Commissioners, and of Magistrates in Ireland, 
and the Expenses of Revision.” 


8. “That a sum, not exceeding £67,953, 
(including a Supplementary sum of £1,506), 
be granted to Her Majesty. to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
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for the Salaries and Expenses of the («m- 
missioner of Police, the Police Courts, and 
the Metropolitan Police Establishment of 
Dublin.” 

9. “That a sum, not exceeding £754,957, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to compicte the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Expenses of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary.” 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I rise to 
protest against the action of the Govern- 
ment in taking this Vote’on this very 
last night. It ought to have been put 
down at a reasonable date in the Sessiox, 
in order that we might have had an 
opportunity of fairly and adequately dis- 
cussing it. When this new rule—and the 
more I see of its operation the less I 
like it—was introduced, I think, two 
years ago, I remember that I pointed 
out to the Government thai it would 
probably be used for the purpose of 
closuring and preventing discussion ¢n 
such subjects as this, and the Govern- 
ment declared that nothing could 
imagined more objectionable or further 
from their idea; and they had no idea 
of doing anything of the sort. I recol- 
lect upon that occasion the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
the Bodmin Division of Cornwall, who is 
an authority that we all recognise on the 
practice of the House, stated that it was 
specially essential that, as regards Irish 
afiairs, the Executive Government should 
give the Irish Members ample and fair 
and reasonable opportunity of discussing, 
at all events, the important Votes, and 


he 


he gave reasons which I think com- 
mended themselves generally to the 
House. I do not call bringing on a Vote 


like this on the last day, under closure, 
and then bringing up the Report to-day, 
in any way giving a fair opportunity to 
the Irish Members of discussing the 
Vote. The Government have deliber- 
ately carried the Irish Constabulary Vote 
without giving us any opportunity what- 
ever of discussing it. I do not intend for 
a single moment to attempt a general 
discussion on the Constabulary Vote at 
this period of the Session, because it 
would be an entirely absurd and impos- 
sible task. I rise now simply for the 
purpose of putting a few questions to the 
Attorney General in reference to a case 
which has attracted an immense amount 
of attention, and which, in its extra- 
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ordinary character, and in its bearings, 
is one of the most interesting that has 
ever been disclosed in connection with 
the administration of justice in Ireland ; 
that is, the case against Sergeant Sulli- 
van at Mulrany. I know that the case is 
sub judice, and that it would be 
extremely improper for me to express 
any opinion or use any language which 
might be taken as assuming that the 
charges were true. I do not assume any- 
thing of the kind. All that can be said 
is that true bills have. been found by the 
Grand Jury. I shall endeavour to con- 
fine my observations upon the case 
exclusively and particularly to the action 
of the Executive Government in relation 
to it, and I shall endeavour as far as 
possible to keep clear from prejudicing 
the case, or prejudicing the trial. What 
I complain of is this: Sergeant Sullivan 
was charged by a private prosecutor, as 
the right honourable Gentleman knows, 
with three crimes, any one of which was 
of the most terrible character. He was 
charged first with forgery, secondly with 
incitement to felony, and thirdly, I 
think, with criminal libel. These charges 
were based on a letter which was written 
to a young lad in the neighbourhood, 
inviting him at a certain hour of 
the night to “ moonlight” a certain man. 
Now, this letter was signed by a well- 
known political leader in the neighbour- 
hood, and the charge is that the letter 
was written and the name of that political 
leader forged by the police sergeant ; that 
having invited this young man to commit 
the outrage he then ambushed himself to 
catch him in the act. On those charges 
« true bill has been found. But that is 
not all. Now, Sir, I come to the worst 
part of the complaint I have to make, 
which is against the Executive Govern- 
ment. I think everyone will agree—l 
think I shall carry the whole Committee 
with me in saying this—that, under the 
circumstances I have described, it ought 
to be the zealous care of the Executive 
Government in Ireland to remove even 
the breath of suspicion from their action 
with regard to a police sergeant charged 
with a serious crime. But the Executive 
Government did not do that. The first 
thing I complain of is that, immediately 
after the true bills were found, the ser- 
geant was bailed in court by the district 
inspector and the cennt~ inspector. I 
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say that was a very improper proceeding, 
because the witnesses who had to come 
into court and give evidence were poor 
people resident in the district—resident 
under the thumb of the district inspector 
of police. How can you expect poor men, 
knowing the system of Ireland, to feel 
any confidence ia the administration of 
justice when they see the local police 
officer coming forward in court to bail 
out a police officer in regard to whom 
a true bill has been found on a serious 
crime. The next complaint I have to 
make is of a much more serious and grave 
character, because, if my information is 
ccrrect, Sergeant. Sullivan, having been 
bailed out by the district inspector, went 
back to Mulrany, and took police charge 
of the very district in which it was 
alleged he committed the crimes, and in 
which the witnesses were resident. And 
certain incidents have since occurred in 
that district of a most sinister character, 
I did not bring with me the notes of the 
case this afternoon, because I did not 
know the opportunity would arise of rais- 
ing the case; but if I recollect right, 
some days after a true bill was found 
against him Sergeant Sullivan was senc 
as an escort in charge cf the father of 
the chief witness against him, who was 
prosecuted by another policeman on 
what I am informed was a trumped up 
charge, and sentenced by Lord Sligo and 
the bench of local magistrates to a 
month’s imprisonment with hard labour. 
After the father was taken in charee and 
carried off to gaol, I am informed the+ 
this young man, the witness, came and 
endeavoured to speak to his father, but 
this policeman, who is lying under these 
terrible charges, was in full possession of 
power and authority, and refused permis- 
sion to allow him to address a few words 
to his father. Now, if that is true, it 
arouses in the minds of the public, and 
in our minds, a very grave suspicion that 
a system of gross intimidation is being 
varried on against those poor witnesses. 
Then it was alleged that a brother police- 
man, whose name is mixed up with Ser- 
geant Sullivan’s—a young man named 
Constable Brennan, I think—had gone 
wrong, and illegally gone around and 
illegally entered the houses of some of 
the witnesses and relatives, and searched 
them without a warrant, notwithstanding 
the protests of the occupants. That is a 
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very preposterous circumstance, and is 
calculated to intimidate witnesses and 
impede the administration of justice ; 
and it is alleged positively that Sergeant 
Sullivan himself, when in Cast!ebar 
awaiting his trial, boasted that they 
might do what they liked, but that he 
would have authority in Mulrany still. 
Sir, I put a question to the Attorney 
General a short time ago on this point, 
and he toldus that Sergeant Sullivan had 
been suspended from police duty, I think 
on the 20th July; but if my memory 1s 
correct that is a considerable period after 
the true bills had been found. I remem- 
ber now—the true bills were found long 
before the 20th July. I think he was in 
authority for some time after the true 
bill was found. But, be that as it may, 
the impression, according to the informa- 
tion I have, in the district amongst the 
people was that he was in full authority, 
and I do hold that a policeman, who held 
a position of authority, such as that of 
a sergeant in a police barracks, and who 
is going to be tried on these terrible 
charges, ought not to remain in the dis- 
Men are moved about continually 


trict. 
from one quarter of the country to 
another. I hold that a policeman ought 


not to be, even apparently, on duty in 
a district while that charge is hanging over 
his head. If heis tried and acquitted, then 
I presume he will return to duty; but a 
man lying under a criminal charge, a 
charge of an odious character, ought not 
to be in a position of even appareat 
authority, particularly in the district 
where the witnesses against him actually 
reside. I put this to the right honour- 
able Gentleman: supposing that he was 
suspended from police duty, but resides 
in barracks, how will you persuade the 
unfortunate people in the district—the 
poor people who are under the thumb 
of the police to an extent entirely 
unknown in this country—that this Ser- 
geant Sullivan, who has been in the 
habit of exercising authority, although 
he may be nominally suspended from 
authority, will not exercise it in fact? I 
am positively assured that within a few 
days after the evidence had been given 
another of the witnesses was summoned 
by the police of Mulrany for a technical 
is to say, allowing his 
horse to go down to drink at a stream, 


-a thing he had been doing for six or seven 
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years without any interference, without 
any reference to any one of the small 
by-laws which no one thinks of enforc- 
ing. Immediately after he gave evidence 
against the sergeant he was summoned 
and a considerable fine inflicted. These 
are matters which I put before the right 
honourable Gentleman according to the 
information sent to me. I think they are 
matters requiring his careful considera- 
tion. I confidently hope that he will see 
that not only are the witnesses uninter- 
fered with, not only will he see that 
Sergeant Sullivan has no power or 
authority on the spot until his 
trial has been concluded, but that he 
will see it is made manifest to the people 
that he has no authority, and that 
the Government are determined to see 
fair play done in this matter, and that 
he will see no incidents occur which are 
calculated to impress the minds of the 
people with the idea that the Govern- 
ment are backing up the action of the 
police, or with the idea that the prosecu- 
tion would not be conducted in the same 
spirit as against an ordinary member of 
the public. I think I am entitled to 
demand that from the right honourable 
Gentleman. I urge that it is not 
prudent, even in the interests of the 
Government—I speak entirely in the 
interests of the Government and of the 
police themselves—that a man _ lying 
under such charges as these, which have 
been alleged against Sergeant Sullivan, 
should be bailed out by his own com- 
manding officer and by the county 
inspector of Mavo. 


*Tne ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxrnson, Londonderry, N.) : 
The first voint complained ‘of by 
the honourable Member was that this 
Vote had been postponed to so late a 
period of the Session. I think tho 
honourable Member will see that the 
number of days given to Irish Supply 

was very ample. 

Mr. DILLON: I took that very point 
Three days were devoted last year and 
the year before, and I complained of it 
repeatedly, through the proper channels, 
and this year we are put off with two. 

*Mr. ATKINSON: Three days. 


Mr. DAVITT: Four days were allowed 
last year. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: The Government 
say that, if there is any general 
desire expressed that any _par- 
ticular class of Supply should be 


taken on one night more than another, 
all arrangements possible will be made 
to meet that desire. Now, the honour- 
able Member was anxious to say nothing 
that would prejudice either the prosecu- 
tion or the accused in this case of Ser- 
geant Sullivan. I regret that the 
honourable Member did not more closely 
adhere to the rule he laid down for him- 
self in the beginning of his remarks. He 
has dealt with two matters in reference 
to this man Sullivan—first, as regards 
the man himself, and then as regards 
the conduct of his police officers in giving 
bail. He seemed to suggest that a 
system of petty persecution and intimi- 
dation is resorted to by his fellow 
policemen at the station to which he 
was formerly attached. I regret 
extremely that he did not give me some 
notice that the second charge was about 
to be made. It takes me entirely by 
surprise. I am not furnished with any 
information at the present moment 
which enables me to deal with it, inas- 
much as until the honourable Mem- 
ber mentioned it I never heard it 
suggested. With regard to the other 
parts of the case, my recollection is that 
the very moment true bills were found 
against Sullivan, and a communication 
was made to the Inspector General of 
that result, Sullivan was relieved from 
duty, not suspended, because suspension 
carries with it a kind of punishment, 
and would suggest a kind of pronounce- 
ment on the case. He was most pro- 
perly relieved from duty, as while the 
charge remains open, and he is not 
cleared from the charge, he is unfit for 
duty. I recognise this as strongly as 
the honourable Member. I think it was 
rather unfortunate that it was not in- 
sisted that he should leave the barracky 
Now, my recollection of the incident is 
that I at once communicated with the 
authorities with regard to the matter. f 
believe the man was arrested, but 
although Sergeant Sullivan marched with 
the escort. he had no sort of communica- 
tion, either direct or indirect, with the 
prisoner, nor did he take command 
of the escort. With regard to the two 
other officers, [know of no person better 
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calculated to prevent the man from 
running away than the policeman in the 
barracks, who, if the man did run away, 
would be responsible. As for the fact 
that two of his brother policemen became 
sureties for him,I am unable to see any 
impropriety in that, and nothing could 
be more extraordinary and absurd than 
to suggest that this was done to intimi- 
date the Irish peasantry. With regard 
to tha other suggestion of the honourable 
Member, I regret that he did not make 
sole inquiry before he stated that with- 
out any legal warrant or authority the 
officer began to search. 


Mr. DILLON: I can only speak from 
what information was placed in my own 
hands. The reason I did not give the 
right honourable Gentleman notice of 
this matter is that I had no chance of 
doing so. I understand that this 
search was made without a warrant, and 
that the men remonstrated. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I 
believe it possible that 


can scarcely 





Mr. DILLON: Of course I accept the 


explanation of the right honourable 
yentleman. 
*Mr. ATKINSON: The _ honourable 


Gentleman asks that everything which is 
just and right should be done to bring 
this man to justice, so that he may be 
convicted if guilty. Now, I can, with the 
greatest pleasure, give him that assu- 
rance in this case as I could in every 
other case, that everything will be done 
to do justice to both sides. 


Mr. DILLON: I only ask that he 
should be prosecuted like other people. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: Nothing will be 
done to prejudice him unjustly. That 
assurance I give with the greatest pos- 
sible pleasure. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I have not the 
smallest suspicion that the right honour- 
able Gentleman will carry out the 
assurance which he has just given 
to the House. At the same time 
I think I may say that I am 
justified in being a little shocked at the 
statement of the right honourable 
Gentleman. Now, what has happened! 
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There is a strong class feeling going on 
in this district. Now, I will say nothing 
whatever as to whether this man is guilty 
or innocent, for he has to be tried by a 
jury of his own countrymen, and it would 
be most unfair to do so. The man is 
charged with a very serious offence—that 
of abusing his position as a guardian of 
the peace by exciting to outrage and to 
throw the charge of that excitement 
upon other people. Now, that is a very 
serious charge, and you could not have a 
more serious charge against a guardian 
of the peace. Now, this man has not 
been removed from duty, and. to all in- 
tents and purposes this officer is still 
placed in the same position of confidence 
and authority as he was before he was 
charged. The Attorney General says 
that there is nothing extraordinary or 
out of the way in his superior officers 
going bail for him. Now, I am not going 
to appeal very strongly on that point, 
but I do say that the general inference 
drawn by the public with regard to bail 
is that the man who gives the bail is in 
sympathy with the man for whom he 
gives the bail. In any case, where the 
conduct of the police is called into ques- 
tion I think it is most unfortunate that 
anything should be done which will indi- 
cate that whatever a policeman might do 
ha can always rely upon the support and 
sympathy of his superiors. Therefore I 
think that the action of these superior 
officers in giving bail in this case was 
most unfortunate. Now, I am not going 
to lay as much stress upon that fact as 
upon some others. The facts are these. I 
start from the point of view in the con- 
sideration of this question that there is 
class feeling ‘in this particular district 
at this very moment. There is a bench 
of magistrates, and they belong practi- 
cally to one class, and human nature 
would be superhuman and it would be 
blind to obvious facts if it did not 
infer that the bench of magistrates had 
very strong sympathy with one of the 
parties. Now, what happens? Why, the 
father of one of the chief witnesses 
against this constable is brought up on a 
charge, and he is brought up before the 
magistrates consisting of members of one 
class in this county. I understand that 
he was convicted. I do say that to be 
charged and convicted before a certain 
kind of bench of members of one class 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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in a county would not be regarded in this 
country as being fair. But I pass that by. 
The man was convicted, and then as he 
is being brought to gaol one of the men 
who form his escort is the very sergeant 
of police who is going to be put on his 
trial, and against whom the son of the 
prisoner is a witness. Now, Mr. .peaker, 
I ask would such a state of things be pos- 
sible or tolerated for one hour in this 
country! Here you have this officer 
charged escorting this person, and how 
can you expect the inhabitants of this 
district to have confidence in the 
administration of justice when at this 
very moment their enemies hold the 
balance of power in the magisterial court ‘ 
They feel that there is no justice for 
them, but at least they have got the 
Attorney General to act and to take up 
their cause in so far as to put this ser- 
geant on trial at the initiative and 
expense of the Government, and so far so 
good. Now, what happens? This man 
whom the Attorney General is going to 
prosecute is seen in his old position of 
sergeant, forming part of an escort taking 
to gaol the father of the chief witness 
against him. The Attorney General calls 
it unfortunate, but I call it shameful. I 
call it a flagitious travesty of all the rules 
of order and decency which should 
govern the conduct of such proceedings. 
I am very sorry indeed for the House, 
for I should have liked the speech of the 
right honourable Gentleman, able and 
frank it was, to have been heard 
by every Unionist Member of this House, 
because I think nothing would bring 
home to the minds of Unionist Members 
more forcibly the feeling of incurable and 
deep-rooted suspicion which the Irish 
people have of the administration of the 
law in Ireland. 


as 


Question put. 
Vote agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


10. “That a sum, not exceeding £69,096, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to compiste the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Expenses of the General Prisons Roard 
in Ireland, and of the Prisons under their 
control, and of the Registration of Habitual 
Criminals.” 


Agreed to. 





re 








713 Supply. 


11. “That a sum, not exceeding £54,955, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Expenses of Reformatory and indus- 
trial Schools in Ireland.” 


12. “That a sum, not exceeding £3,955, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the olst day of March, 1899, 
for the Maintenance of Criminal Lunatics in 
the Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum, Ive- 
land.” 


Agreed to. 


Cuass I. 


13. “That a sum, not exceeding £129,672, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Survey of the United Kingdom, and 
for minor services connected therewith.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘129,672,’ and insert 
‘£129,572.’ —(Sir Barrington Simeon.) 


Sm J. S. BARRINGTON SIMEON 
(Southampton) : I beg to move the reduc- 
tion of this Vote by £100, and I do so 
because I feel that the Government are 
making a great mistake which I feel will 
not contribute to their popularity, and 
which I am sure will not contribute to 
their credit. I think they are making a 
mistake which will cause a great injustice 
to a very hard-working class of people 
who were originally led to expect pen- 
sions when they left the service. Up to 
the year 1859 the ordnance survey was 
recognised as a part of the Civil Service, 
but the Commissioners made out by a 
decision of theirs on the 9th of Septem- 
ber, 1870, that they were not deprived 
of this under the Superannuation Act. 
Sir Henry James, when he was Director 
General of the Ordnance Survey, made an 
unfortunate prophecy, because he 
prophesied that by 1880 the work of the 
Ordnance Survey Department would be 
finished. That date has been passed by 18 
years, and so far from being finished, the 
work of the Ordnance Survey Depart- 
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ment has increased, and no one at the 
present day would venture to prophecy 
when it would come to an end. If he 
did, he would say that it would be about 
the Day of Judgment when this work was 
finished. In the year when Sir 
Henry James prophesied the work 
would have to come to an end in 1880, 
the staff consisted of 876 clerks. It was 
increased in 1870 to 1,008, and in 1880 
to 1,114. In 1890 a similar statement 
was made, and it was said that a large 
reduction would take place in the staff ; 
instead of that the staff was increased 
to 1,503 in 1890, and to 1,609 in 1891. 
It is, therefore, useless to prophecy that 
the work will finish in any year. The 
Departmental Committee of 1872 said 
that the Department would have to be 
maintained as a permanent Department, 
and the work was increasing every year, 
and that is shown by the figures with 
regard to the sales of maps. In 1894-95 
the sale of maps produced £14,903, in 
1895-96 £15,497, and in 1896-97 it rose 
to £17,715. I do not think, after quoting 
those figures, that I need trouble the 
Committee as to whether the staff is 
permanent or not, but I must remind the 
House that in 1894 temporary civil ser- 
vants, who had joined the service 
between September 29th, 1870, and 
January 4th, 1873, were placed on the 
permanent establishment. It was then 
said that the fact that it was no longer 
a pensionable Department was not 
known to the people who joined the 
service before September 29th, 1870, but 
many men have joined since then who 
had no idea whatever that they were not 
joining a pensionable Department, and 
a question was asked of Colonel South, a 
gentleman very high up in his day in 
the Ordnance Survey, as to how people 
were to know when joining the Depart- 
ment that it was not a pensionable one, 
and his answer was that as that statement 
was made in a Parliamentary Paper, any- 
body could obtain the information. Now, 
how are boys of 14 years of age to get 
the information? I do not know that even 
a son of a Member of this House would 
know how to obtain a Parliamentary 
Paper if his father did not tell 
him the way, and yet these poor boys 
who join this Department at the age of 
14 are to be supposed to be able to 
2E 
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obtain them for themselves, and that 1s 
the only information which is obtain- 
able. Now, here the question of salary 
comes in, and I daresay my right honour- 
able Friend will tell me that the scale 
upon which the salary was based is s0 
high that it is not possible to give a 
pension as well. That is a matter of fact, 
and I should be very sorry to dispute 
a matter of fact. I am extremely sorry 
that the scale of salary is so high, 
because, if it is, it is arrived at on a 
strange inconsistent basis. The pay at 
which these clerks can arrive after 15 
years’ service is 30s. a week, and after 
34 years’ service 50s. a week. Now, it 
is very technical work, and has to be 
done to a great extent under artificial 
light, and after the clerks reach 45, a 
great many of them are unfitted for 
any further work at all. I do not think 
you can say that the scale upon which 
the salaries are based is a very generous 
one when it is remembered that they are 
men who have had expensive educations, 
and that they have to keep themseives 
neat and tidy, and have some position 
to support. It is absurd to say that the 
scale is not fixed upon a meagre and 
stingy basis. It is also fixed upon avery 
unjust basis, because these “temporary ” 
civil servants do exactly the same work 
and get exactly the same salary as the 
civil servants, and it is only because 
they have the word “temporary” pre- 
fixed to civil servants that they are not 
in as good a position as the permanent 
staff. The permanent civil servants do 
the same work, and receive no more and 
no less for doing it, but because these 
unfortunate people have the word “tem. 
porary” attached to their qualifications 
they are turned out after 28 years’ ser- 
vice, when they would otherwise retire 
upon a pension. I cannot understand 
what distinction is made between these 
two classes of the service. It is said that 
the wages have been increased since 
1870, but it is impossible that they 
should not have been increased more or 
less, because every wage has been 
increased since that time, and the rate 
of wages everywhere is somewhat higher 


now than it was 28 years ago. 
It is equally higher in the case 
of the permanent staff as it is 


in the case of the temporary staff. 
‘And it must be remembered that the 
Sir J. Barrington Simeon. 
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wages being higher now than in 1870 
really has nothing at all to do with 
it, and as to the pay having been in- 
creased, in many cases, so far from hav. 
ing been increased, it has been reduced 
since that period, but of the 64 cases 
to which I have referred only 21 have 
received a salary of 10s. a day, and vei 
that sum was held out originally to the 
people as the sum which they would 
get. Returning to the Report, we find 
that the average pay of the staff is 
4s. 33d. a day, whilst in another Report 
it is 7s. a day, so that we have the 
curious anomaly that while Sir Henry 
James’ Report in 1860 quotes an average 
payment of 7s. a day, we have in the 
Report of Sir Charles Wilson in 1890, 
to prove that they are better paid than 
they were in 1860, the quotation of an 
average of 4s. a day. I hare tried to 
effect an improvement in the position 
of the temporary staff many times before, 
and possibly will have to draw my right 
hcnourakle Friend’s attention to the fact 
many times again, unless he now takes 
heart of grace and tries to do justice to 
these unfortunate people. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The question is, 
Amendment proposed, to leave out 
£129,672, in order to insert £129,572. 


Mr. DILLON: I had no idea that this 
Vote was to be taken to-night, fortunately 
for the House, as the subject is one in 
which I am greatly interested and should 
have prepared a somewhat long speech. 
I have had great pleasure in supporting 
the honourable Member opposite on 
every previous occasion, and we have 
succeeded in advancing the matter a 
considerable stage from the position in 
which it was two years ago. There 
is only one question to be considered, 
and that is whether the Ordnance Sur- 
vey Department is within measurable 
distance of being wound up or a great 
reduction being made in the staff. I 
have looked into that question, and I 
find that there is not the slightest 
foundation for the statements made from 
time to time that the Ordnance Survey 
Department will be wound up—state- 
ments which my honourable Friend will 
admit up to the present time have been en- 
tirely false. We were told that the survey 
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weuld be finished years ago, instead of 
which there is at the present a larger staff 
than there ever was before in my ex- 
perience. I have received letters of 
complaint as to the maps. I am told 
that the six-inch maps, of which the 
greatest complaint is made, have been 
made a great number of years, that they 
are 50 years old. After the Debate 
in the House a short time ago—last 
Session—a little spurt was made at the 
Survey Office, and the three series of 
maps were produced, but as soon as 
the effect of the Debate had passed away 
the deadlock again occurred. There is 
also another great complaint that the 
larger scale maps have not been com- 
pleted for the County of Mayo. I do 
not know what the experience of other 
Members of the House may be, but I 
judge from my own, and if other parts of 
the country are in the same condition as 
Mayo is, as shown upon the maps, the 
whole of the present staff of the Ord- 
nance Survey Department will be dead 
and buried before the Ordnance Survey 
is reduced to a condition of being wound 
up. The duties with which the staff 
of the Ordnance Survey Department have 
to deal require great skill, and their pay 
is not at all proportionate to the quali- 
fication required, and it seems to me 
that there should be a higher wage. 
There is also the additional grievance 
that they are, to a certain extent, denied 
the higher walks of their profession. 
There is not the same opportunity for 
promotion in this branch as there is in 
other branches of the Service. I there- 
fore trust that the right honourable 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury will during the Recess devote his 
attention to this deserving case. 


*Sir C. DILKE: There is a well-founded 
grievance against the Ordnance Survey, 
owing to which a great many honourable 
Members will vote for the reduction of 
this Vote unless a very strong reply 
is made toit. The Ordnance maps of 
this country are more and more tending 
to become the basis of all the maps that 
are used, and the names used upon them 
are established by usage; yet the names 
upon them are often incorrect and 
conceal the real names of the places 
to which they profess to refer. 
Anyone who has anything to do with the 
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archeological proceedings of this country 
knows that it is to the benefit of the 
country that the maps should be 
correct as to the local names. It 
is impossible to delay the House wir. 
details, and all I can do today is to 
ask honourable Members to look at the 
maps of those particular districts with 
which they are familiar. I am not 
talking of the names of towns, or postal 
districts, or parishes ; those are officially 
recognised names, and nothing can be 
done to alter them, but in the larger 
scale maps, where you get the small 
names upon which the whole archeology 
depends, those small unimportant names 
are distorted and horrible confusion 
arises. It is that kind of blunder 
which suggests false derivations, and 
false circumstances are introduced in 
the ordnance survey maps. I have 
looked at the maps of the country, 
and in all of them I have discovered 
blunders of the grossest description. In 
one case, where a name appears three 
times in the space of a mile, it is spelled 
in three different ways, each of them sug- 
gesting a different derivation. I think, if 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
will look into this matter, he will find 
that there is a great necessity for seeing 
that the names are more accurate. 


*Mr. HANBURY: The responsibility of 
the Treasury in this matter is limited. to 
the question of pensions. The honourable 
Member has raised this subject so often, 
so fearlessly and so persistently, that I 
am sorry not to look at it from the 
same point of view. I hope the honour- 
able Member does not think, if we are 
going to make a mistake in this matter, 
that we are going to make it without full 
consideration of the subject. We have 
had the fullest representation of the civil 
assistants, who came up to the Treasury, 
and we discussed the matter very fully, 
and I have been most anxious to meet, as 
far as possible, the claims of men who are, 
I admit, a great credit to the service, if I 
could see my way to do so. The pen- 
sions ceased in 1870, and until 1894 this 
question of giving pensions to the whole 
of the temporary staff was never raised. 
What was raised was this: that although 
it was true that notice was given by Sir 
Henry James, the then Director General of 
the Ordnance Survey Department, that 
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all those entering the service after 1870 
would enter a non-pensionable  ser- 
vice, it was maintained that the 
notice given was not adequate, and that it 
did not reach those who entered the ser- 
vice between 1870 and 1874. It was said 
that those who had entered between those 
dates had had no notice of the change of 
the policy of the Department, that, there- 
fore, it was only right to assume that it 
might be supposed by those men who so 
entered that they had entered a pension- 
able service, and it was contended that 
they should be treated as if they had 
entered before notice was given, before 
1870. That question was fought for a 
long time by the Treasury, and the Trea- 
sury only conceded it in 1894. I myself 
think it was only right that they should 
be treated as if they had entered the ser- 
vice before 1870. But the announcement 
was made publicly and clearly to 
everybody in 1874, that everybody enter- 
ing after that date was entering a ser- 
vice in which he would not be able 
to qualify for a pension. They had clear, 
proper, and full notice. The question 
now is put upon a very different basis. 
It is said that, as a matter of fact, many 
of the men have now been serving for a 
long time, and the general opinion is 
that the service will become a permanent 
one, because, at the time when the pen- 
sions were abolished it was said that the 
service could not last more than 10 or 
15 years, whereas it is pointed out, as a 
matter of fact, that the service has been 
a permanent one. It has lasted longer 
than that period; it has lasted up to the 
present time, and is likely to continue. 
Therefore, these gentlemen say that the 
service ought to be made a pensionable 
service. Now, that is an argument which 
I sweep away as one to which I attach 
very little importance, because I think 
it is fully met by the fact that up 
to 1870 there were pensions. What 
is the position of the service at the 
present moment? No doubt there are a 
great number of men in the service at 
the present time who have served for 
some 20 years or more, and who are not 
entitled to a pension—that is to say, the 
whole of the men who have joined the 
service in and since 1874. It is said by 
those men that they have served for so 
long a time, and therefore ought to 
be entitled to a pension. There are, of 
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course, a great number of people who 
have served in other Departments 15 or 
16 years, who are entitled to a pension, 
but they did not become entitled to a 
pension because they had served that 
number of years. These men entered 
under certain conditions, and their 
salary was fixed upon a basis that they 


should not ‘become entitled to a 
pension, and I do not think they 
ought to come here now and say 


they are entitled. Then comes the 
further argument: they say, this ser- 
vice will go on so long that there is every 
prospect of its becoming permanent, and 
therefore we ought to retain it on a pen- 
sionable basis. Thus we see the whole 
question is reduced to a very fine point 
indeed, which is this: Is it going to be 
come a permanent service or not? In 
one sense it will become so, Jsut the staff 
at the present moment is 1,600, and I am 
assured by the Director General that in 
a dozen years the staff will be reduced to 
900. That being so, you will make 900 
the pensionable service. I was quite 
ready to do this, recognising the fact that 
these men had worked for this number of 
years. I was quite ready to meet 
their views as far as I possibly could, but 
the answer made to me on my inquiry 
into the matter was, that even with 
regard to the 900 men who would pro- 
bably remain on after 10 years, their 
duties were so interchangeable with the 
remaining 600 or 700 that it would be 
utterly impossible to put one’s hand on 
the 900 now, and for the Director Gene- 
ral to say “These are the men that I shall 
retain at the end of 10 years.” The whole 
of the men are performing duties which 
are so interchangeable that it is abso- 
lutely impossible to do so. If that is so, 
it is obvious that there are no men you 
can put your finger upon and say, “ These 
ara the men we ought to pension.” It 
amounts to this, in fact, that although 
for certain purposes the service will be 
come permanent, one-half of the work 
which is done at the present moment will 
cease in 10 years from now, and half the 
staff will disappear. Now, the argu- 
ment of the honourabie Member for 
Mayo, so far as it goes, is perfectly fair. 
Ye says that the Director General has 
said the same thing ever since 1870, but 
that the work has constantly increased. 
The answer to that is obvious, and is 
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that the service has been taken up on a 
much greater scale for the purpose of 
revising and keeping up the maps. I¢ 
will be a permanent service in 10 years 
from now, but on a reduced basis. 
Therefore, carefully as I have gone into 
the whole matter, I cannot properly see 
my way to suggest that these 900 men 
who may remain should be treated as 
pensionable servants of the State, for the 
reason I have given, but although the 
Treasury cannot deal directly with the 
question of salaries, I am anxious that 
these men should receive consideration. 
If the Board of Agriculture is satisfied 
that any of these men are entitled to 
higher salaries, and in some cases I 
admit the evidence points in that direc- 
tion, I will undertake that their cases 
shall be considered very carefully. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: Complaints have been 
made of the backward condition of the 
Irish survey, but any delay is not due to 
any lack of energy in carrying out the 
work, but to the fact that there is an 
immense amount of detail arising in the 
course of the undertaking in regard to 
many of the small holdings. I assure 
honourable Members that there will be 
no unnecessary delay, and that there was 
every desire on the part of the Ordnance 
Survey Department to complete the work 
as rapidly as possible. An extra sum of 
£2,000 is to be spent this year, and we 
will do our best to bring the survey up 
to date. With regard to the complaint 
of the right honourable Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean, as to the 
accuracy of the names, in many places 
the names have been so very much cor- 
rupted that there was the greatest pos- 
sible difficulty in our ascertaining what 
was the correct name. Our desire is to 
produce the most accurate map, and we 
will endeavour to improve the system 
if that were possible. 


*Sir C. DILKE: I undertake to give 
cases in which this question of the cor- 
ruption of the name could not possibly 
arise. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn, and Reso- 
lution agreed to. 
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14. “That a sum, not exceeding £136,978, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Erection, Repairs, and Mainvenance 
of Public Buildings in Ireland, for the Mam- 
tenance of certain Parks and Public Works, 
and for Drainage Works on the River 
Shannon.” 


15. “That a sum, not exceeding £22,207, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for Payments under ‘The Tramways and 
Public Companies (Ireland) Act, 1883,’ the 
Light Railways (Ireland) Acts, 1889 and 1893, 
and ‘The Railways (Ireland) Act, 1896.*” 


16. “That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
ceeding £25,000, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge which will come m 
course of payment during the var ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1899, for Expend.ure 
in respect of Diplomatic and Consular l’wild- 
ings.” 


Agreed to. 


Cuass II. 


17. “That a sum, not exceeding £8,167, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Offices 
of the House of Lords.” 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): About 
three months ago, when this subject was 
discussed, it was shown that there was 
considerable disproportion between the 
salaries of the House of Lords and those 
of the House of Commons, and it was 
also shown that the conditions of pay- 
ment in the two Houses are different 
from those which prevail in any other 
branches of the Civil Service. On that 
occasion we had an undertaking on the 
part of the Government that the whole 
question should be inquired into. My 
object in rising now is to ask of the 
right honourable Gentleman the First 
Lord of the Treasury what progress has 
been made with the inquiry, and whether 
at the beginning of next Session the 
House will be put into possession of all 
the information that can reasonably be 
obtained upon the subject? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: The Committee has not yet com- 
pleted its investigations, but it will be 
re-appointed at the beginning of next 
Session, and will proceed with the 
inquiry. 
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Mr. GEDGE (Walsall): I wish to 
‘call attention to the conduct of some of 
the officers of the Lord High Chamber- 
lain’s Department in the matter of the 
arrangements for showing visitors over 
the House. A fortnight ago on Satur- 
day I took some ladies on to the Terrace, 
and wanted to show them the Library of 
this House, but was unable to do so, 
because some order had been issued by 
some new officer of the Lord High Cham- 
berlain that the Library was no longer 
open to Members and their friends on 
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annoying that we should be met 
by a policeman and told we could not 
enter the Library, that the door, in fact, 
was barred. I only got to the Terrace 
by the back way, and I think no Peer 
should have the right to interfere in this 
way, and say what Members of the House 
of Commons should do in their own 
House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the said Resolutions.” 





Saturdays. 


of this, and 


Ambrose, William (Mid’sex) 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manc’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 

Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bucknill, Thomas Townsend 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Shamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, F. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Fortescue 


Allen, W. (Newc.-und.-Lyme) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Colville, John 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir C. 


Doogan, 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 


No public notice was given 
it was 
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Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen,RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 
Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Heath, James 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hornby, William Henry 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. ‘Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lowles, John 


NOES. 


Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Roberts, John B. (Eifion) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 








The House divided:—Ayes 88; Noes 
25.—(Division List No. 306.) 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Purvis, Robert 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robinson, Brooke 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E. (1. ie 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. 
Williams, J. Powell amas 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Herbert Lewis and Dr. 
Clark. 
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18. “That a sum, not exceeding £17,005, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, +899, 
fer the Salaries and Expenses in the Offices 
of the House of Commons.” 


*Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): I 
wish to raise a question on this Vote 
which I was unable to do on a previous 
occasion, and which will be rather im- 
portant to some Members. There are 
many Members who would be very glad 
to have the opportunity of knowing what 
is going on in the House, and the request 
I have to make is that the telegraph 
should be extended to the Library of the 
House of Commons, in order to enable 
them to do their work, and at the same 


time to let them know what is going on 
in the House. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
think the honourable Member is hardly 
in order in referring to the telegraph on 
this Vote. I have an impression that 
the honourable Gentleman was prevented 


from alluding to the subject in Com- 
mittee. 


*Mr. LEWIS: It was in Committee 
that I attempted to raise the question, 


and I was told it did not arise on that 
Vote. 


Dr. CLARK: I know it was raised in 
Committee, and on the salary of the 
Commissioner of Works ; and the honour- 
able Member was ruled out of order, and 
the Debate ceased by the decision of the 
Chairman. He moved once on the salary 
of the Commissioner of Works, on a ques- 
tion of administration, and again on a 
question of buildings. I think it would 
be desirable to have such an instrument 
in the Library. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The matter is one for 
consideration by the First Commissioner 
of Works. 


*Mr. LEWIS: It is only a small and 
reasonable request. 


Question put. 


Vote agreed to. 
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19. “That a sum, not exceeding £59,440, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses in the Depart- 
ment of Her Majesty’s Treasury and Subor- 
dinate Departments.” 


Dr. CLARK: One point I should like 
to raise is in respect to the administra- 
tive function—that is, of determining the 
salaries to be paid to sherifis in Scotland. 
Some of those officers have very impor- 
tant functions to discharge, but they 
have very inadequate salaries. The 
scale was fixed in 1863; and circum- 
stances have changed very much since 
then; and I hope in the case of future 
appointments the Treasury will begin by 
paying a higher rate than these officers 
get at the present time. I may say that 
the functions performed by the sheriffs 
substitutes in Scotland are very impor- 
tant. They do all that part of the 
criminal work which in England is done 
in quarter sessions or petty sersiors. 
They do all the civil work which in 
England is done by the county courts ard 
by revising barristers, and they also do 
the work which in England is done by 
coroners, as well as a great deal cf 
administrative work, some of them 
having as many as four or five different 
areas under their charge. Yet all the 
salary they receive is some £400 or £500 
a year. Several memorials have been 
addressed to the Treasury with a view 
to a re-adjustment of these salaries, and I 
trust, as a result, that the Treasury will 
see its way to give a minimum to these 
gentlemen of £700 a year, because it is 
utterly impossible to get capable men to 
do the work properly for £500 a year. 
They are often compelled to live out of 
the shrievalty where they carry on their 
work, which, I need hardly say, does not 
add to the value of their emoluments. 
They are a very deserving class of men, 
who devote their entire time to the work 
of the districts to which they are allotted. 
I hope the Treasury will take the matter 
up between now and next Session, when 
I hope to hear that the Treasury will 


have seen its way to behave more hand- 
somely. 











727 Supply. 


Mr. HANBURY: I have not had an 
opportunity of going into this matter 
thoroughly. The memorial, as far as I 
have been able to gather, referred only 
to the sheriff substitute. I agree with 
the honourable Member opposite that it 
is better to have a few good men well 
paid, and the shrievalty, therefore, well 
served, than to have a great number of 
men employed with small salaries and 
with fewer qualifications for their posts ; 
but of course it must follow that, if we 
are going to give higher salaries to the 
sheriffs’ substitutes, it will be necessary 
to give them larger areas of labour, in 
order that their time will be fully occu- 
pied. The building of more court-houses 
would also follow on such a change, which 
would enable these officials to better deal 
with their work. In that way possibly 
a considerable expense might be saved. 
Speaking generally, I think that a great 
deal may be done in the direction indi- 
cated by the honourable Member. 

*Mr. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): I wish to call the attention of the 
Secretary to the Treasury to the position 
of the abstractor class of clerks. In 
doing so, I desire to acknowledge the 
courtesy with which the right honourable 
Gentleman has met the requests made by 
myself and several colleagues on this side 
of the House and the concessions he has 
already made for improving their posi- 
tion. There are, however, many mea 
who have seen some 20 or 30 years’ ser- 
vice, who are only getting an increment 
of £2 10s. a year. All they ask is 
that they should be allowed a yearly in- 
erement of £5 upon their initial salary. 
The total cost to Her Majesty’s Treasury 
would only be something like £1,500 a 
year, and that is a small sum to 
adequately recognise the services of a 
most useful body of men. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I cannot see how we 
can make any further change in their 
position. These men were originally 
copyists. Some time ago an inquiry was 
held on the subject, and we recommended 
that the class of copyists should be 
swept away. I think these men, con- 
sidering the work they do, are adequately 
paid at the present moment. But there 
is one undoubted grievance which we 
have tried to remedy. Some of these 
men are superior to their class, and are 
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well fitted to belong to the rank of the 
second division. They are not men who 
have passed the examination, but still 
they are more or less qualified, and in 
certain cases the heads of the Depart- 
ment have thought it well to promote 
them to the second division. Under the 
old Treasury regulations, although these 
men may have received a salary of 
£100, if they are promoted to a 
higher division they have to go 
back to the smaller salary of £75. I 
think they ought to continue at their old 
salaries when they are promoted, and 
this grievance has now been swept away. 


Resolution agreed to. 


20. “That a sum, not exceeding £29,250, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Depart- 
ment of Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, including a Grant in Aid of cer- 
tain Expenses connected with Emigration.” 

21. “That a sum, not exceeding £7,255, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Depart- 
ment of Her Majesty’s Most Honourable Privy 
Council.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


22. “That a sum, not exceeding £129,544, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment duriag the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of 
the Committee of Privy Council for Trade 
and Subordinate Departments.” 


*Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): I beg to call attention to what 
I consider an offence under the Merchant 
Shipping Act on the part of the 
P. and O. Company. That Act re- 
quires 72 cubic feet of space to be set 
apart for the accommodation of the crew. 
I put a question to the President of the 
Board of Trade in refarence to this 
matter, and the right honourable Gentle- 
man admitted that the P. and 2%. 
Company was not complying with the 
Act. It has been stated that the 
Lascars, having been engaged in India, 
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come under the Indian Act, which only 
requires the provision of 36 cubic feet. 
Sir, I am prepared to contend to-night 
that these men do not come under the 
Indian Act. I can well understand why 
the Indian Act differs from the Imperial 
Act. When vessels are trading on the 
coast of India it is not necessary for men 
to be so much in the forecastle; they 
sleep on deck. The only time they really 
require shelter is in wet weather. It is 
all right when they are trading on the 
Indian coast, but the vessels I complain 
of are those trading from India to the 
United Kingdom. I am told by those 
who have some knowledge of the subject 
that when these seamen arrive in port in 
London they are packed like sardines in 
a tin. I consider that that is a state of 
affairs which ought not to exist; and 
when we are told, as I was yester- 
day, that the P. and O. Company 
are receiving £353,794 a year from the 
Government for the carriage of mails, I 
do think it is disgraceful that they 
should be allowed to break the Act of 
Parliament in the way they do at 
the present time. Sir, there is another 
thing to look at in connection with this 
matter. The P. and O. Company 
not only carry passengers, they carry 
cargo. They have a large number of 
cargo steamers trading to and from the 
United Kingdom, and trading on tne 
Indian coast. These vessels enter into 
competition with the ordinary steamers, 
and, as a result of receiving this subsidy 
from the Government, they have been 
wble to drive out of this particu- 
lar trade a large number of steamers 
providing employment for seamen. Now, 
I do not think it is right on the part 
of the Government to shelter this com- 
pany in the manner they do. I have 
put no fewer than eight or nine ques- 
tions to the right honourable Gentle- 
man the President of the Board of Trade 
upon the subject, and up to the present 
time I have had no satisfactory answer ; 
in fact, from the answers given I can 
almost imagine that the Board of Trade 
have had no legal advisers whatever. 
I do notice, however, that we have 
had to pay a salary to these gentlemen. 
Whether it is that they are away on 
their holidays, and that the Board ef 
Trade is unable to get proper legal 
advice or not I do not know, but ihe 
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answers I have had are very foolish 
ones, evidently given by those who do 
not understand the Merchant Shipping 
Act, or some persons who want to mis- 
lead the House with regard to this 
matter. Now, Sir, the right honour- 
able Gentleman said very truly in answer- 
ing a question the other day that it 
was not possible to give an explanation 
of the matter in answering a question. 
Well, I have brought it forward te- 
night so that he may have an oppor- 
tunity of making a speech. I think 
the point is very clear, that the P. and 
O. Company’s ships, being registered in 
London, come under the Imperial Act, 
and that every man on board those 
ships comes under the Imperial, and not 
the Marine, Act. The Indian Act was 
passed by the Indian Council and only 
applies to vessels registered in India 
and trading on the coast of India; but 
even allowing for the moment that the 
P. and O. vessels come under the Indian 
Act, I find that under another section 
of the Act that the Imperial Act ap- 
plies to all seamen, no matter where 
they are engaged. I believe that was 
one of the points of the right honour- 
able Gentleman in reply to my question 
the other day, that as these men were 
engaged in India, although they were 
engaged on a British registered vessel, 
they came under the Indian Act; but 
if you refer to the Merchant Shipping 
Act you will find that it does not matter 
whether the seaman is engaged on a 
vessel registered in the United Kingdom 
or not, the Imperial Act applies to all 
seamen, regardless of the port they may 
be engaged in. Now, Sir, I think 
the case is very clear. The Company 
must comply with the Act of Parlia 
ment. They are liable to a penalty of 
£20 if they offend. The Government 
know that the company are in the 
wrong, because they have admitted 1t. 
Every British ship is entitled to have 
deducted from tonnage so much space for 
accommodation provided for passengers 
and crew, and because the P. and O. 
Company have not complied with the 
section with regard to the accommoda- 
tion of the crew, the Board of Trade have 
refused to allow any deductions for the 
crew's space. That proves that the 
Board of Trade have taken some action in 
the matter; but while they refuse to 
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allow them any deduction because the 
P. and O. Company are breaking the Act 
they won’t go a step further, they are 
afraid to take out a summons and pro- 
secute the Company for a breach of the 
Act. Now, I want to know if the right 
honourable Gentleman is prepare? to- 
night to make seme promise that the 
Act shall be enforced. Hitherto we have 
been told, “We are inquiring into the 
matter,’ or “There is some doubt as 
to whether the Indian Act applies.” 
Then we are informed that the Depari- 
ment have dug up some old 
Act of George IV., which is brought to 
the rescue as a kind of excuse. Well, I 
have gone all through that Act this after- 
noon, and I do not think it applies at 
all. I do hope the Government will do 
justice in this matter, because it is a 
serious injury to the seamen employed 
in this country. The Royal Commission 
on Labour recommended that the accom- 
modation for crews on board ship should 
be increased from 72 cubic feet to 120. 
Well, that has not been done, but I 
believe the majority of shipowners in this 
country are giving over 72 feet. They 
have to compete with a wealthy company 
like the P. and O., who receive £1,000 
every day from the Government for carry- 
ing the mails. That is not the con- 
sideration they get from the Admiralty ; 
I believe that also is a very considerable 
amount. a.together I think the amount 
the company receive cannot be less than 
£400,000 a year. They are driving other 
small shipowners out of the Indian trade, 
and they are being assisted by the authori- 
ties. Now, I want some explanation as to 
why the company are allowed to do this. 
There can be no excuse, and I intend to 
press the question until I get a satisfac- 
tory answer. 


Supply. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tre BOARD or 


AGRICULTURE: TI can only answer 
the honourable Gentleman upon the 
information I have gathered since I 


have been able to answer questions on 
behalf of my right honourable Friend the 
President of the Board of Trade during 
his absence from the House on account 
of indisposition. If, however, the 
honourable Member had given me notice 
that he intended to raise the subject, I 
would have done my best to put myself 
in possession of the general facts of the 


Mr. Havelock Wilson. 
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case, in order to give him a fuller answer 
than I am able to do under the existing 
circumstances. 


Mr. HAVELOCK 


been giving notice. 


WILSON: I have 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE : The honourable 
Gentleman has asked questions which 
have been answered. With regard to this 
particular case I am convinced, from the 
information I have received from the 
Board of Trade, and from the conver- 
sation which I have had with the repre- 
sentatives of the Board of Trade, that 
they are entirely at one with the honour- 
able Gentleman, and, I imagine, with the 
majority of the people of this country, in 
desiring that such provision as is con- 
sidered necessary under the Merchant 
Shipping Act for seamen shall be made 
in all cases. But, as I have told him, 
the answer to the question he has asked 
is that we are advised that, under the 
Act of George IV., sailors engaged in 
Indian ports shall be exempt from these 
regulations as to space. The officials of 
the Board of Trade have given me leave 
to say that the desire of the Board of 
Trade is that proper accommodation 
shall be provided, and recommendations 
to this effect have been urged on the 
Indian Government, which has not, how- 
ever, seen its way to carry them out, 
The Board of Trade is still considering 
the matter, and it is impossible for me to 
drive the Department bevond that. The 
Department are advised that the con- 
struction of this Act of Parliament is as 
they put it, and not as the honourable 
Member puts it. It may be the case that 
the legal advisers of the Board of Trade 
are not of any value 





Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: Hear, 


hear! 


Tur PRESIDENT or tor BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE: But I think the 
majority of the people of this country 
are more likely to believe that the Board 
of Trade are competent to deal with the 
matter. The questions affecting the 
Board of Trade have been answered fully 
and candidly. The Department are 
anxious to do what they can in this 
matter, in order that the Acts of Parlia- 
ment may be carried out. 
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On the return of Mr. Speaker, after 
the usual interval, 


*Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield): I quite 
admit the difficulties on this most 
important matter which the right 
honourable Gentleman has to encounter. 
But I would like to remind the right 
honourable Gentleman that a few nights 
ago my honourable Friend raised this 
question and attempted to bring it before 
the Committee. There was no time, and 
the First Lord of the Treasury told my 
honourable Friend that there would be 
some means of raising it. Therefore the 
right honourable Gentleman will see that 
this is not quite a question of springing 
this upon the House, because the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade knew that 
my honourable Friend was going to bring 
it forward. I must say that I cannot 
regard the reply of the right honourable 
Gentleman as satisfactory. Ido not pose 
as a lawyer; I know nothing about law ; 
but it does appear plain on the 210th 
clause of the Merchant Shipping Act of 
1894, that any British ship occupied by 
seamen or apprentices, and appropriated 
to their use, shall have to give them not 
less than 72 cubic feet. The Act goes 
on to say that this shall apply to all sea- 
going British ships registered out of the 
United Kingdom. That seems to show 
that not only does the Act provide for 
ships registered in the United Kingdom, 
but that it very wisely applies to ships 
registered anywhere out of the United 
Kingdom. I take it that the P. 
and O. are British ships registered 
in the United Kingdom. Then I find 
that Lascars, who, after all, are British 
subjects, have only half the accommoda- 
tion allowed them which the Act stipu- 
lates that any seaman in a British ship 
shall have. Now, Sir, I can quite under- 
stand, from what my honourable Friend 
says, that in the Indian coasting trade 
a very small space may be sufficient. 
Therefore I am willing to believe that 
there is some excuse for it, but I am 
totally at a loss to understand how Her 
Majesty's Government can for one 
moment defend the giving of half the 
space to a British subject because he 
happens to be coloured. Many of these 
Lascars, I am informed, are brought 
from India, and are re-engaged in the 
port of London. If that is so, I cannot 
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conceive that any person who heard the 
right honourable Gentleman’s reply can 
be satisfied. I desire to join my honour- 
able Friend in this appeal and protest. 
I think it is absolutely necessary that we 
should have convincing proof from Her 
Majesty’s Government that they will at 
least encourage the employment of 
British seamen, for I regard these Las 
cars as British subjects. 


Tue PRESIDEN’! or tae BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: They do not complain. 


*Mr. MADDISON: They do. However, 
it may be as the right honourable 
Gentleman supposes, that the Lascars do 
not complain; but we in this House 
must maintain sanitary conditions for 
British subjects even if they offered no 
complaint. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I am sorry to inter- 
rupt the honourable Gentleman, but I 
understand him to say that unless the 
conditions were altered Lascars would 
not be obtained. 


*Mr. MADDISON: I have no doubt in 
my mind as to the obtaining of Lascar 
seamen. There are too many of them. 
They are on the whole unacquainted 
with the standard rate of pay and the 
standard of their education is very low. 
I am quite sure that the right honour- 
able Gentleman and his colleagues in the 
Ministry would not for one moment con- 
tend that there should be less cubic 
space for Lascars because the Lascars do 
not complain, or because we can get a 
large number of Lascars. In this House 
we have had to pass legislation directly 
in opposition to the wishes of the victims 
of bad sanitation. I am surprised that 
Her Majesty’s Government do not put 
the Lascar on an equality with the 
British seaman. I regret this exceed- 
ingly, because it lends weight to the 
agitation against the Lascar seamen, and 
because it acts against anyone who may 
not happen to be born in the United 
Kingdom. The Government in this 
instance give us no satisfaction; they 
tell British seamen that they are con- 
tent to allow this state of things to go 
on for an indefinite period—that the 
Lascar is to be berthed in 36 cubic feet 
of space, while the British seaman is to 
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have just double the amount. I cannot| would be a mere bagatelle. There is 
think for one moment that the|cne other question, and that is with 
right honourable Gentleman’s state-| respect to the local correspondents of 


ment about the difficulty in getting 


definite information will satisfy the 
seamen of the United Kingdom 
at all. I, for my part, must join in che 


protest against the lack of attention oa 
the part of the Board of Trade to a 
matter which has ween before the coun- 
try for a long time. I want to raise 
one or two points about another matter, 
namely, the Labour Department of the 
Board of Trade. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
the Labour Department of the Board of 
Trade has been justly called the Intelli- 
gence Department of Labour, and I think 
] am expressing the feelings of workmen 
generally when I say that this was a 
very great step in advance when the 
late Mr. Mundella formed this Labour 
Department and endeavoured to give to 
the workmen of the country accurate 
end ready information about matters 
vitally affecting them. I, for my part, 
am quite prepared to admit that, on 
the whole, the experiment has been a 
success. With regard to the Labour 
Gazette I have only one request to 
make, and I am sure the right honour- 
able Gentleman will convey it to the 
proper quarter. The Labour Gazette 
gives a large amount of information, 
but there is one little item which 
we have not been successful in getting 
the Department te publish from month 
to month. It is a small matter, but 
it has been too much up to the present 
to secure. It is this: each month 
there should be a list of all Government 
and other accessible publications deal- 
ing with trade and labour, together with 
the title and the price. The right hon- 
ourable Gentleman probably knows that 
this is done for the commercial classes. 
I think it is an admirable thing, and 
I think that the same thing ought to 
be done in the Labour Gazette. I am 
sure the right honourable Gentleman will 
admit that this is not an extravagant 
demand, and I hope he will regard it 
as a reasonable one. The objection 
would be that the Labour Gazette is 
already crowded, and that this would 
mean an enlargement of the paper. I 
hope this argument will not stand in 
the way of a journal which already costs 
the country a little. The extra cost 


Mr. Maddison. 





the Board of Trade. Some of us hold 
very definite opinions that the correspon- 
dents of the Board of Trade ought to be 
increased and that there ought to be 
a& more systematic and official method 
of collecting information. I won’t go 
into the larger question, but merely call 
the attention of the right honourable 
Gentleman to the local correspondents 
who are now employed. These, Mr. 
Speaker, are invariably prominent work- 
men in the various localities. Well, 
row, the remuneration given to these 
men ranges from £15 to £25 per annum. 
They get postage, and they get a scale 
of expenses, not high, but low. What I 
complain of is that the payment of these 
local correspondents has in the past been 
shabby in the extreme. I am concerned 
not simply about the men, but about 
the office they hold. It is utterly im- 
pessible under the present conditions to 
expect these men to work for a living 
and then give up the necessary time to 
gain the requisite information. The 
Labour Department is constantly making 
a demand upon their time, and the 
treatment of these men is not calculated 
t» attain the end in view. I hope the 
right honourable Gentleman will repre- 
sent this to the Department, so that we 
may have a better system of outposts 
throughout the country, with the 
result that we may have fuller and more 
prempt information than we now obtain. 
I will not weary the House any further, 
Mr. Speaker, though I am bound to say 
that of late doubts have come into my 
mind—and they are shared by many 
others—whether the distinctive labour 
character of the Department has been 
quite maintained; and I would like to 
cffer one word of warning. If the De- 
partment is strengthened or increased 
no greater mistake could be made than 
doing so in the direction of the ordi- 
nary Civil Service. The Labour be 
partment is of no value except as contain- 
ing men who have intimate technical 
knowledge of the labour movement. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I very much 
regret the answers we have got from 
the Board of Trade. This is a question 
we had up last year, and twice this year, 
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and for several years it has been before 
the House. The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury some days ago gave a pledge that 
the legal position of the P. and O. 
Company should be defined. It 
is only fair to that Company 
to say that they generally give 6v 
cubic feet to the Lascars. There may 
be some doubt as tc their ships trading 
to India, but there can be no 
element of doubt as to their ships sail- 
ing from London to Australian ports. 
What I protest against is that you 
should permit the company which you 
charter, and to which you pay a high 
bounty for carrying the mails, to trans- 
gress for years an important section of 
the Merchant Shipping Act by allowing 
only 60 cubic feet instead of 72 to the 
Lascars. We have had no decent reasons 
why that should be allowed. The First 
Lord of the Treasury said the question 
would be inquired into, but now we are 
at the end of the Session, and nothing 
has been done. I look upon this ques- 
tion from the public health standpoint, 
and it isa shame that the Board of Trade 
has taken no action in this matter. It 
is a matter of vital importance that these 
men should live on the ships under decent 
sanitary conditions, and not bring 
plague to this country. I beg to move 


the reduction of the Vote by £100. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable 
Member cannot do that. I have already 
put the question that the House do agree 
with the Resolution. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): 1 
understand that there is no dispute as 
to the law about 72 cubic feet being re- 
quired in British vessels. The whole 
history of the dispute centres round the 
point as to whether the P. and O. boats 
come under the definition of Indian 
vessels or British vessels? Are the P. and 
0. boats to be considered as coming 
under the Indian Shipping Act, or under 
the British Shipping Act? We have been 
told that this is a matter of law, and 
that the Board of Trade have been con- 
sidering it for 12 months, but that their 
legal advisers are not yet in a position to 
say whether these vessels come under the 
Indian Act or the British Act. The P. 
and O. boats are registered in the port of 
London; they are subsidised by the 
British Government, and it was unfair 
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that they should have all the advantages 
of the Indian Merchant Shipping Act, 
and all the advantages of the subsidy 
from the British Treasury. The honour- 
able Member for Middlesbrough has just 
informed me that the Indian Government 
itself wanted to impose this 72 cubic feet 
limit on the P. and O. boats. I do not 
want to make any complaint about the 
right honourable Gentleman not being 
in a position to make any pledges or pro- 
mises, but I think he might have said 
that the position of the P. and O. com- 
pany was unreasonable on the face of it. 
Why should one vessel have only 32 or 
36 cubic feet, and another be compelled 
to have 72? It is not a question 
of whether the Lascar is a British 
subject cr not; he is a human 
being, and he needs breathing space. 
In our own interests, and in the interests 
of public health, in the interests of sani- 
tation, and in the interests of every Bri- 
tish-bred sailor, we ought to insist that 
there should be ample, complete, full, 
and necessary accommodation for all the 
persons working on those ships, espe- 
cially when we consider the climate 
through which they have to pass in their 
journeys to Bombay. We enforce, in our 
vessels going from Liverpool to New 
York, certain regulations, where, perhaps, 
one could live in half the space. Now, 
we do not expect anything unreasonable 
from the right honourable Gentleman, 
but we do expect that strong representa- 
tions will be made in his usual manner, 
when he determines that question of im- 
portance, and that he will bring to bear 
upon the Board of Trade those qualities 
with which we are so intimately acquainted 
and I am sure that good will follow. I 
regret that through an oversight, or per- 
haps from modesty, or a desire not to 
embarrass the Government, my honour- 
able Friend is unable to press for a Divi- 
sion on this point. 


Sm A. B. FORWOOD (Lancasbire, 
Ormskirk): I only desire to venture to 
offer one or two observations upon this 
subject with regard co the speech of the 
honourable Member who has _ just 
addressed the House. In the first place, 
I desire to draw a distinction, and an 
emphatic distinction, as regards this 
question of subsidy, which should not be 
mixed up with any question as to the 
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manning of the ships. The subsidy is 
paid to vessels for performing certain 
work for Her Majesty’s Postmaster Gene- 
ral, and there is nothing in the contract as 
to how those ships are to be manned. That 
question comes under an entirely different 
consideration. The P. and O. Company’s 
vessels are paid a certain sum of money 
for carrying the mails to and from various 
ports in the East. So far as the company 
discharges that duty in accordance with 
the contract this question of manning has 
nothing to do with it. 


Supply. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I am sure that 
the honourable Baronet opposite does not 
wish to misrepresent me. No question of 
manning has arisen, but it is simply a 
question of breathing space. 


Sm A. B. FORWOOD: Any question 
as to the accommodation given to the 
crew does not enter into the contract. 
Well, now. I come to the question which 
has been raised, whether these vessels, 
because they happen to have a subsidy, 
should be treated any different to other 
vessels that carry the same crews. Now, 
the bulk of the vessels that proceed from 
this country through the Suez Canal to 
the East carry Lascar crews, and carry 
them under the same conditions as the 
P. and O. Company carry their crews. 
Now, if there is to be any question raised 
as to the legal obligations which these 
vessels are under, it applies, not to the 
P. and ©. Company alone, but 
to all the vessels proceeding to the East 
which carry Lascar crews. The whole 
subject of breathing space to be allowed 
to the crew turns upon health and 
sanitation. Now, I have not heard that 
the health of Lascars on these vessels is 
in any degree worse than that of British 
ships proceeding to the East generally, 
and if the J.ascars perform their services 
and enjoy good health on these voyages, 
then it is fair proof that the accommoda- 
tion and treatment of these men on ihe 
vessels which carry them. is satisfactory, 
and does not require the attention of hig 
House. But, Sir, another point comes in. 
There are two jurisdictions. These men 


are shipped in the East. They are 
shipped there under the law of the 
Government, which understands the 


nature, character, and habits of the people 
for whom it legislates. We in this coun. 


Sir A. Forwood. 
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try understand the wants and necessities 
of the British seaman, and of the English- 
man, the Irishman, and the Scotchman, 
and what he requires on the ships, and 
our laws for the crews shipped in this 
country require a certain number of cubic 
feet, and the Board of Trade very pro- 
perly see that those laws are carried out. 
Now, if the crew is shipped in India, 
surely it is within the compe- 
tence of the Indian Government 
to see that their regulations for the carry- 
ing of the people, more particulariy under 
their Government, are carried out in 
those ships, and I maintain. that if the 
regulations laid down by the Indian 
Government, after careful inquiry, for the 
safe housing and accommodation of those 
Lascars are carried out, it is not for this 
country, when a ship arrives here, to 
inquire or to set up a dual control over 
those ships. I was present at an inquiry 
within the last two or three years upon 
the question of the manning of British 
ships, where the question of carrying 
Lascars was carefully and closely gone 
into; and ai [ can say is that it was the 
cpinion of a large number of that Com- 
mittee of inquiry that the Lascar 1s a 
thoroughly reliable and desirable man to 
carry on a vessel trading through the 
Suez Canal and the East, and there was 
no question raised during the whole of 
that inquiry as to the reguiations of the 
{dian Government not being sufficient 
to ensure health and comfort to those 
people. 


*Mr. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): I sympathise with the remarks 
which have just been made by the honour- 
able Baronet, and I am bound to say that 
I think that the Board of Trade have 
been very unjustly attacked in this 
maiter. I have made frequent voyages 
on the P. and O. Company’s boats myself, 
and I have seen the conditions under 
which these men live, and I am bound 
to say that I have never seen a more cor 
tented and better cared for lot of sailors 
than these Lascars. They live on different 
food to the British sailors, and are more 
suited to the climate. I would not stand 
up for the P. and O. Company, if I 
thought they were in fault, but I am 
bound to say, from my own close observa- 
tion of them, that these men are exceed- 
ingly well treated. I heard no complaint, 
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and I believe that the accommodation 
provided for them is adapted to all their 
requirements. 


*Sir C. DILKE (Forest of Dean): The 
last speaker has rather moved away from 
the ground upon which this question pre- 
sented itself to me. To me it has always 
been a purely legal question. Now, I have 
discussed over and over again for many 
years past the two clauses of the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act, which bear upon 
the question and the old Act of George 
IV., and I have never been able to see 
but that the language of the Acts is quite 
clear with regard to British ships. 1 
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cannot see that any reservation in the 
old Act comes in at all, and I am perfectly 
certain that it was not in the minds of 
the House of Commons when the new law 
was enacted. With regard to the amount 
of space required for British seamen, the 
words of the chief Act seem as clear as an 
Act of Parliament could possibly be. 


Question put. 


“That this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the said Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 101; Noes 
33.—(Division List No, 307.) 





Ambrose, W. (Middlesex) 
Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.A.J.(Mane’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bucknill, Thomas Townsend 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, F. Lucas (Lambeth, 
Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 


Akers 





Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 


Allen, W. (Newc.-und.-Lyme) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling | 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 





AYES. 


Fergusson,RtHn. SirJ.(Mance’r) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hn. Sir A. B. 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, G. J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Heath, James 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hornby, William Henry 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Llewellyn. E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp’l) 
Lorne, Marquess of 


NOES. 


Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Clark, Dr.G.B.(Caithness-sh.) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Curran, T. (Sligo, S.) 





Lowles, John 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 

Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, ‘'homas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.)- 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C: B. Stuart 
Young, Comm. (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir C. 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Hazell, Walter 

Jameson, Major J. Eustaca 
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Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) Roberts, John B. (Eifion) | Woods, Samuel 

Lewis, John Herbert Spicer, Albert | 

Macaleese, Daniel | Steadman, William Charles TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
M‘Ghee, Richard | Strachey, Edward Mr. Havelock Wilson and 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) | Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) Mr. Maddison. 

Pickersgill, Edward Hare Williams, John C. (Notts) 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh Wills, Sir William Henry 


Resolution agreed to. 


At 10 o’clock Mr. Speaker, in pursu- 
ance of the Order of the House of 21st 
of February last, proceeded to put the 
questions necessary to complete the pro- 
ceedings on the Resolution reported from 
the Committee of Supply. 


23. “That a sum, not exceeding £27,525, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge v hich 
will come in course of payment luring the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, "1999, 
for a Grant in aid of the Mercantile Marine 


Fund.” 


24. “That a sum, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for meeting the Deficiency of Income from 
Fees, etc., for the requirements of the Board 
of Trade, under the Bankruptcy Acts, 1883 
and 1890, and ‘The Companies (Winding-up) 
Act, 1890.” 


25. “That a sum, not exceeding £9,432, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the. 
Commissioners in Lunacy in England.” 


26. “That a sum, not exceeding £42, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Mint, includ- 
ing the Expenses of Coinage.” 


not exceeding £7, 








27. “That a sum, not exceeding £15,372, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Public 
Record Office.” 


28. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,195, be | 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum | 
necessary to defray the Charge which will | 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for 
‘he Salaries and Expenses of the Establish- 
nent under the Public Works Loaa ('ommis- 
‘oners.” 


; ending on the 31st day of March, 


29. “That a sum, not exceeding £3,612, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Board of 
Lunacy in Scotland.” 


30. “That a sum, not exceeding £27,932, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Offices of 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant in 
Dublin anu London, and Subordinate Depart- 
ments.” 


Cuass III. 


31. That a sum, not exceeding £3,250, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for 
the Expenses of the ‘\.rofters’ Comission.” 

32. “That a sum, not exceeding £54,889, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, for 
the Expenses of the Prison Commissioners fcr 


Scotland, and of the Prisons under their con- 
trol, including the Maintenance of Criminal 
Lunatics and the Preparation of Judicial 
Statistics.” 


Cxuass IV. 


53. That a sum, not exceeding £605, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899,’ for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the 
Commissioners for managing certain School 
Endowments in Ireland.” 


34. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,604, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
1899, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the National 
Gallery of Ireland, including a Grant in Aid 
a ge purchase of Pictures.” 


“ That a sum, not exceeding £2,450, be 


at to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 


; come in course of payment during the year 
, ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 


for 
a Grant in aid of the Expenses of the Queen's 


i Colleges in Ireland.” 
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36. “That a sum, not exceeding £182,463, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst dav of March, 1899, for 
Grants in Aid of the Expenses of the British 
Protectorates in Uganda and in Central and 
East Africa, and under the Uganda Rail- 
way Act, 1896.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


SUPPLY [5rxn Avevst]. 


Resolutions reported. 


Civit Service Estimates, 1898-9. 


Cuass II. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding £26,982, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Depart- 
ment of the Registrar General of Births, etc., 
in England.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £340,535, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for Stationery, Printing Paper, Binding, and 
Printed Books for the Public Service, and for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Stationery 
Office ; and for Sundry Miscellaneous Services, 
including Reports of Parliamentary Debates.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £14,405, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31s€ day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office 
of Her Majesty's Woods, Forests, and Land 
Revenues, and of the Office of Land Revenue 
Records and Inrolments.” 


4. “That a sum, not exceeding £37,094, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of 
the Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Works 
and Public Buildings.” 


5. “That a sum, not exceeding £13,000, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for Her Majesty’s Foreign and other Secret 
Services.” 
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Cuass IV. 


6. “That a sum, not exceeding £681,867, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, 
for Public Education in Scotland, and for 
Science and Art in Scotland.” 


7. “That a sum, not exceeding £3,000, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for a Grant to the Board of Trustees for 
Manufactures in Scotland in aid of the main- 
tenance of the National Gallery, School of 
Art, and Museum of Antiquities, Scotland.” 


8. “That a sum, not exceeding £400,781, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
yeur ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Depart- 
ment of Science and Art, and of the various 
Establishments connected therewith, including 
sundry Grants in Aid.” 


9. “That a sum, not exceeding £108,280, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and other Expenses of the 
British Museum, and of the Natural History 
Museum, including certain Grants in Aid.” 


10. “That a sum, not exceeding £8,274, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the National 
Gallery, and of the National Gallery of British 
Art, Millbank, including a Grant in Aid for 
the purchase of Pictures.” 


11. “That a sum, not exceeding £3,525, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the National 
Portrait Gallery, including a Grant in Aid for 
the purchase of Portraits.” 


12. “That a sum, not exceeding £5,927, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1899, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Wallace Gallery (Hertford House).” 


13. “That a sum, not exceeding £16,452, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of M rch, 1899, 
for sundry Grants in Aid of Scientiie Investi- 
gation, etc., and other Grants.” 
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14. “That a sum, not exceeding £66,507, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1899, 
for Grants in Aid of the Expenses of certain 
Universities and Colleges in Great Britain, 
and of the Expenses under The Welsh Inter- 
mediate Education Act, 1889.” 


15. “That a sum, not exceeding £10, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, 
for the Expenses of the University of London.” 


Cuass V. 


16. “That a sum, not exceeding £271,600, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1899, 
for the Expenses of Her Majesty’s Embassies 
and Missions Abroad, and of the Consular 
Establishments Abroad and other Expenditure 
chargeable on the Consular Vote.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS. 
(8tH AvGuUS?). 

Resolution reported— 

“That towards making good the Supply 
granted to Her Majesty for the service of 
the year ending on the 31st of March, 1899, 
the sum of £42,968,470 be granted out of the 
Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom.’ 


Question put. 
Motion agreed to. 


Sill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
J. W. Lowther, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and Mr. Hanbury. 


THE CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPRO- 
PRIATION) BILL. 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansvry, 
Preston) : I beg to ask for leave to intro- 
duce the Consolidated Fund (Appropria- 
tion) Bill— 

“to apply a sum out of the Consolidated Fund 
to the service of the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1899, and to appropriate 


the Supplies granted in this Session of Par- 
liament.” 


Leave given, and Question put— 
“That the Bill be read a first time.” 


Agreed to. 


{COMMONS} 
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VAGRANCY ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 


(Consideration of Lords’ Amendments.) 


Motion made. 


Question proposed— 


“That the Lords’ Amendments be now con- 
sidered.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“That the Lords’ Amendments be con- 
sidered this day three months.”"—(Sir C, 
Dilke.) 


*Sir C. DILKE: I rise in order to draw 
the attention of the House to the course 
which the Government have pursued in 
regard to this Bill in another place. The 
course pursued on this Bill is one of the 
most inconvenient that can _ possibly 
be adopted, and one which, if it were 
applied to other measures, might succeed 
in defeating the intention of the House 
and establish a very far-reaching prece- 
dent indeed. Now, when this Bill was 
under discussion in this House, a con- 
siderable time ago, an Amendment was 
moved by my honourable Friend the 
Member for Bethnal Green, which that 
Gentleman was prepared to support by 
speech and argument, but he was stopped 
on that occasion by the representatives of 
the Government, who called out, “ agreed, 
agreed” to the Amendment, and conse- 
quently no discussion upon that Amend- 
ment took place. Now, two Amendments 
have been introduced in another place. 
One of them is a mere Amendment of 
form, which makes no difference whatever 
to the meaning of the Bill, and is 


purely verbal; but the other is an 
Amendment of substance, and it has 
the effect of knocking out of 
the Bill the clause which my 
honourable Friend the Member for 
Bethnal Green induced the House 


to put in here. This is a clause dealing, 
not simply with the matters of this Bill 
in particular, but dealing with the whole 
of the Vagraney Acts. My honour- 
able Friend comes down to this House 
supported by a majority upon this side 
of the House, prepared to argue his case, 
but he is met by the Government, who 
agree that he has a good case, and no 
fight is made by the Government 
upon this point. Then the Government 


take the Bill to another place, and in 
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another place the very representative of 
the same Department—the noble Lord 
who represents the Home Office—who had 
charge of the Bill in this House, and 
who assented to my honourable Friend’s 
proposal, which was acceded to by the 
unanimous decision of this House in its 
favour, produces a unanimous decision in 
the House of Lords the other way, and 
the clause is struck out on the Motion 
of the representative of the Government 
representing the same Department which 
agreed to it in this House. I need not‘ 
assure the House what the effect of this 
will be upon our general understanding 
upon matters of this kind. A Member of 
this House is met by the Government 
with courtesy, and he is told that he 
need not trouble himself or the House 
with his speech, as they agree with him, 
and accept his principle; and then, at 
the very end of the Session, he finds that 
in another place that verbal agreement 
with himself has been broken, and the 
unanimous opinion of the House has 
been defeated, for, by a unanimous vote 
in another place this clause is struck 
out, without a word of explanation to 
the House. It seems to me that the 
House ought to mark its disapproval of 
such treatment at the hands of the 
Government, and for that reason I beg 
to move this Amendment. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tue 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Wuire 
Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool): Ido not 
think that the right honourable Baronet 
is quite correct when he says that this 
was done without a word of explanation. 
There are two Amendments put in by the 
Lords, and, as the right honourable 
Gentleman has said, one of them is a 
purely formal Amendment. But, with 
reference to the other Amendment, what 
happens is this. The Bill, as introduced, 
was a Measure for bringing witnin the 
Vagrancy Act of 1828, and subsequent 
amending Acts, certain persons whom it 
appeared to the House very desirable to 
get hold of and punish by whipping. 
Now, the honourable Member for 
Bethnal Green moved a ~eneral Amend- 
ment to the Bill, by which the original 
power of whipping contained in the old 
Act of 1824 would be abolished. Well, 
Sir, this question has been brought 
before a predecessor of mine in office 
some four or five years ago, or longer 
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than that, and before my right honour- 
able Friend the Member for Sheffield, 
who was at that time the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, and 
though no definite promise was made 
upon the question, yet undoubtedly I 
understand that my predecessor and the 
right honourable Gentleman then in 
charge of the Home Office thought it 
was not necessary to maintain this power 
of whipping in the Vagrancy Act of 
1824. I said at the time that, so far as 
>I saw, my own opinion was that it was 
unnecessary to retain this power. Well, 
Sir, in another place, when this Bill was 
considered, it was thought, and I was 
persuaded, that in a Bill which was 
merely for the purpose of bringing within 
the Act persons of a particular charac- 
ter whom you desired to prevent carry- 
ing on their abominable transactions, 
that it was not desirable to introduce 
such an Amendment to the Act of 1824, 
more especially when the particular 
occasion on which it is sought to abolish 
it is one which would not operate for 
the particular benefit of this particular 
class. I do not know whether I stated 
this fact at the time, but it is true that 
this power of whipping is one which is 
very rarely used. I believe I am correct 
in stating that within the last five years 
there have only been seven cases of 
whipping, and with the exception of one 
case I believe they have all been for in- 
decent exposure—an offence which ought 
to be punished in the same way as other 
crimes against public decency. In 
another place it was thought that it 
was not desirable to introduce a general 
Amendment to the Act of 1824, and as 
opposition to that might have imperilled 
the passing of the Bill this Session, we 
made this concession. That is where the 
matter stands, and I said at the time it 
was an irregular thing to do. I am 
afraid I was too good-natured towards 
the Amendment, and to that extent I 
confess my fault. I was persuaded after- 
wards that to introduce a provision of 
that kind was not satisfactory, and I 
regret that it was not debated when the 
Bill was before the House. At the same 
time, I have a great desire that this Bill 
should pass. I must say that.I hope this 
Amendment will not be pressed, and 
that the House will be disposed to agree 
with the Lords’ Amendments. 
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Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I think, if 
we had had this intimation at the pre- 
vious stage of the Bill, there would have 
been a considerable amount of discussion 
of this Measure in Committee, but we 
were all glad to get rid of it, because we 
understood that the Amendment pro- 
posed by my honourable Friend was 
going to be accepted, and so the Bill was 
rushed through. 


Vagrancy Act 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT: There was onlys 
one Amendment, and it is unfair to state 
that it was “rushed” through. 


Dr. CLARK: Now, what is the name 
of the Bill? It is entitled, “An Act to 
Amend the Vagrancy <Act of 1824.” 
The object of the Bill is that if you have 
any reason to suspect that certain 
persons frequent a house, to give power 
to arrest him because he frequents that 
house, and if he is supposed to be habitu- 
ally in the company of certain persons 
that is sufficient, unless he can prove 
otherwise, to make him a vagrant. Here 
are two new principles in the English 
law, but I do not want to enter into the 
circumstances of the case. Now, the 
House permitted these very serious 
changes to be made in the law because 
it was expected that some of the clauses 
of the Vagrancy Act of 1824 would be 
amended, and when my _ honourable 
Friend the Member for Bethnal Green 
rose to propose it and to give his 
reasons, the right honourable Gentleman 
at once stopped him and accepted the 
Amendment, and so prevented any dis. 
cussion at all, and the Bill was got 
through under these conditions, and my 
honourable Friend was not allowed 
say a single word about it. It was 
adopted, and the thing was “rushed” 
through. 


WO 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tue 
HOME DEPARTMENT: It is not fair 
to say that it was rushed through, for 
what I did was that I sienitied that I 
would accept the Amendment, and it is 
hardly fair to say that the Bill was 
rushed through. 


Dr. CLARK: Then I say it advisedly 
that the Bill was rushed through. It 
is an unsavoury question, but it is a 
question of personal liberty. It is also 
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a new principle that under certain cir- 
cumstances you have got to compel a 
man to prove his innocence, and not to 
prove his guilt. We know how the Act 
affecting suspected persons in Ireland 
failed, and how the so-called village 
ruffians afterwards came into this House. 
We know the men who came here and 
their quality, and we know that they are 
superior men to those who were here 
before them inevery way. I wish to pro- 
test against this practice. Other Govern- 
ments may adopt the same course under 
difficult circumstances. I think it is a 
very bad precedent to allow, and I hope 
my right honourable Friend will go to a 
Division because of the action of the 
Home Office. If it had been somebody 
else I could have understood it, but 
they accept it in this Amendment in this 
House, and move its rejection in another. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
8.W.): I wish to remind the House that 
I brought this question before the notice 
of the Home Office many years ago when 
the present Lord Llandaff was the Home 
Secretary, and Lord Llandaff gave me a 
distinct promise that he would, upon the 
very first opportunity which occurred, 
propose the repeal of this very objection- 
able provision of the old Act of 1824. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror THe 
HOME DEPARTMENT: Yes, I have 
already admitted that. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: I can only state 
the promise that was verbally made to 
me by Lord Llandaff, and it was in these 
terms. He said that he could not take 
immediate action, but he said— 


“Upon the first opportunity we will propose 
the repeal of this provision of the old Act to 
which you object.” 


Now, that precise opportunity has 
occurred in the Bill before the House. 
The very title of this Bill is alone suff- 
cient to any ordinary mind to establish 
my case without a single additional word. 
What is the title?) It is “An Act to 
Amend the Vagrancy Act of 1824.” 
Now, it is the Vagrancy Act of 1824 which 
contains this objectionable provision, in 
respect of which the promise of Lord 
Llandaff was made. If I had desired ‘to 
create for myself an opportunity which 
would have exactly met the occasion in 
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relation to which Lord Llandaff made 
this promise, I could not have invented 
a better opportunity than that which was 
afforded by this Bill. I join in the pro- 
test of my right honourable Friend below 
me, that if this kind of thing is 
to go on, the very basis of all 
promises will be destroyed—if the 
deliberate action and promise of a 
Minister in one House is to be repudiated 
by a Minister in the other House. Now, 
Sir, I think it will be convenient that 
I should explain now—and I shall be 
very brief—what this Act really is, 
because, I think, there is some misap- 
prehension. 


AN HONOURABLE MemBer: No, no! 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: Well, I think 
there is; I know that there are many 
Members of this House in favour of the 
infliction of corporal punishment for 
certain offences. 


AN HONOURABLE MemBerR: Hear, hear! 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: I fully recognise 
and understand the position of the 
honourable Gentleman, but there are 
certain circumstances and_ particular 
features in this case which ought to in- 
duce the most confirmed champion of 
the lash to vote with me on the present 
occasion. Now, what are those reasons? 
In the fewest possible words I will point 
them out. First of all, there is the 
jurisdiction of quarter sessions. Now, 
the exceptional and peculiar jurisdiction 
of that court in this instance is the 
only case known to our law in which 
magistrates can inflict corporal punish- 
ment upon adults without the interven- 
tion of a jury as to the facts. Now, that 
is a most extraordinary thing. In 
all other cases you have, in the 
first place, the verdict of the jury 
as to the facts, and it is only 
even in the High Court, upon their 
finding, that the judge has power 
to order the prisoner to be flogged. 
Mr. Speaker, if I may say so, I think it 
is monstrous that at this time of dav 
magistrates should have the power of in- 
flicting this degrading form of punish- 
ment without the intervention of a jury. 
It is quite true that this Act is very 
rarely put into operation. It is gene- 
rally regarded, and rightly regarded, by 
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quarter sessions throughout the country 
as obsolete, and there are only two or 
three who apply it. I think we are all 
agreed now that it is the certainty 
and not the severity of punishment 
which prevents the commission of crime, 
and I ask what possible good can 
be inflicted by punishment which is thus 
irregularly and capriciously inflicted. 
Then, Sir, the right honourable Gentle- 
man said that this punishment was in- 
flicted for a particular kind of offence to 
which I need not more specificatly 
allude. Well, Sir, that is quite true. 
Here, again, the capricious way in which 
punishment is inflicted absolutely pre- 
vents any public good being served by 
the infliction of the punishment. For 
instance, I find that taking the year 
1895—the last for which I have the 
figures—there were no fewer than 1,265 
persons who were convicted of the 
offence to which the right honourable 
Gentleman alluded, and of that number 
only one was whipped. When punish- 
ment is inflicted in this capricious 
manner, what earthly good can be done 
by it? Sir, there is another considera- 
tion which ought not to be left out of 
sight in this matter. All persons who 
have devoted any consideration to the 
study of mental diseases in connection 
with medical jurisprudence know that 
this particular offence which has been 
mentioned is an early symptom of 
insanity, and there is a great danger 
that magistrates should order some poor 
insane wretch to be flogged. That is not 
a fanciful danger. It occurred compara- 
tively recently. Twelve months ago the 
Derbyshire Quarter Sessions, under this 
particular provision which I am now ask- 
ing the House to repeal, ordered a poor, 
insane wretch to be flogged, and it was 
only the humanity and the intelligence 
of the medical officer at Derby Prison 
that prevented that scandalous punish- 
ment from being inflicted. I say, then, 
that this is a practical question, and that 
although the cases are very few they may 
produce very great scandal, and-we ought, 
therefore, to repeal the clause. Mr. 
Speaker, in conclusion, I will only ask 
the House very respectfully to remember 
the long line of instances which ought 
to warn us against assenting to the 
Motion which is now before the House. 
Whenever this House has sought to miti- 
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gate the severity of ..e criminal law, it. 
has met with opposition from another 
place, from the time when, again 
and again and again, they threw 
out a Bill sent up by this House to 
abolish capital punishment for stealing. 
I say this instance ought to warn us 
against being guided by the advice which 
comes from another place, and I shall | 
therefore join my _ right honourable | 
Friend if he goes to a Division against | 
the Motion which is now before us. | 


Sr W. FOSTER (Derbyshire, Ike- | 
ston): I should like, Mr. Speaker, to say | 
a word or two on this matter. I was 
very disappointed when the right honour- | 
able Gentleman opposite frankly admitted 
the whole of the charge made by my 
honourable Friend below the Gangw ay 
[Sir C. Dilke] when he proposed to do his 
best to rectify what has occurred in 
another place. What are the facts? An 
Amendment is moved by an honourable 
Member, and accepted by the Home 
Secretary. Then another Minister, in | 
another place, strikes out that Amend- | 
ment, and the right honourable Gentle- 
man comes down to the House, not pre- | 
pared to put himself in the same position | 
he was formerly in, but to allow an/| 
alteration to be made, which was carried, 
not merely by this side of the House, out 
by the unanimous consent of the House 
and of the Government. Now, I submit, 
Mr. Speaker, that that is an indefensible | 
attitude for a responsible Minister of the | 
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Crown to take. We have not discussed 
the subject at length, because there are 
certain unsavoury matters connected with 
it; but, on the question of the infliction 
of corporal punishment, the right honour- 
able Gentleman assents to an Amendment 
unanimously adopted by this House of 


Commons, and then allows that Amend- 


ment to be negatived by another place. 
Well, I do not think that that is the 
manner in which the House of Commons 
ought to be treated by a_ responsible 
Minister of the Crown. I feel bound to 
say that I shall go into the Division 
Lobby, and vote against the proposal, and 
shall vote also for the postponed 
consideration of these Amendments, «s 
my right honourable Friend 
below the Gangway. If the legisla- 
tive work of the House of Commons 1s 
to be carried on so as to maintain the 
respect of all parties it must be carried 
on in a spirit of good faith. I do not, 
however, think that we have been treated 
as we ought to have been. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon, 


| Eifion) said he also joined issue with the 


right honourable Gentleman upon the 
position he had taken up, and should sup- 
port the Amendment. 


Question put— 
“That the word ‘now’ 
Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 115; Noes 
39. 


stand part of the 


yoschen, RtHn.G.J.(St.G’rg’s) 


. A. E. | Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 


AYES. 
Ambrose, W. (Middlesex) | Clare, Octavius re! 
Arnold, Alfred | Cochrane, Hon. T. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Coghill, Douglas snes 


Bagot, Capt. J. F. | 
Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J. (Manc’r) | 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Captain 
Gull, Sir Cameron 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 


‘Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.((Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
‘Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


Mr. Pickersgiil. 


Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) | 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) | 


Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Manc’r) 
Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

| Fison, Frederick William 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 


A. Akers 





Godson, Sir A. F. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


: Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. E. 





| 
| 
| 
Gilliat, John Saunders | 
| 


Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Heath, James 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hornby, William Henry 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Kenyon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
A. R. 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. 
Loder, G. W. E. 
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Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp’!) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
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Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 








NOES. 


Gedge, Sydney 

Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hazell, Walter 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomag 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


Allen, W.(Newc.-under-Lyme) 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) 

Kirrell, Augustine 

~ on, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Clark.Dr. G.B. (Caithness-sh.) 

Clough, Walter Owen 

Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 


Question put. 
The Resolution that the Lords’ Amend- 


ments be considered was then agreed to. 
. | Amendment to 
(Question put— 

“That the Lords’ Amendment on page 1, 
line 24, to leave out sub-section 4, be agreed 
to."—(The Secretary of State for the Home | 
Pe partment.) 40. 


Agreed to. 
AYES. 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry | 
Clare, Octavius Leigh | 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry | 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Curzon, Viscount (Bucks) 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon, Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fergusson. RtHn.SirJ.(Manc’r) | 
Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, Wuliam Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Forwood, Rt. Hon. Sir A. B. 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gilliat, John Saunders 


Ambrose, W. (Middlesex) 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. F. 

Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J. (Manc’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs) | 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. _ J. (Birm.) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worc’r) 


Akers 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Williams, J. P. (Birm.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. aon. C. B. 8. 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Roberts, J. B. 
Spicer, Albert 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woods, Samuel 


(Eifion) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir Charles Dilke and Sir 
Walter Foster. 


Question put. 


“That the House agree with the Lords’ 


leave out 


clause 2.”"—(T'he 


Secretary of State for the Home Department.) 


The House divided :—Ayes 117; Noes 


Godson, Sir A. F. 

Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, RtHn.G.u.(St.G'rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Captain 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Heath, James 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hornby, William Henry 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Kenvon, James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 





759 Land Transfer 


Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
Lockwood, Lt. _ A. R. 
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Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
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Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Loder, G. W. | Newdigate, Francis Alex. Thornton, Perey M. 

Long, Col. C. Ww. (Evesham) | Penn, John Tollemache, Henry James 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’ )) | Pierpoint, Robert | Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Lorne, Marquess of Platt-Higgins, Frederick | Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
Lowe, Francis William | Pollock, Harry Frederick | Webster, Sir R. E. (I. of W.) 
Lowles, John Purvis, Robert | Welby, Lt.-Col. A. C. E. 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W.| Williams, J. P. (Birm.) 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison | Robertson, H. (Hackney) 


Maclure, Sir John William 
McArthur, C. (Liverpool) 
McKillop, James 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 


Scoble, 


Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


| Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. 8. 
Young, Commander (Berks, K.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 


Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) Skewes-Cox, Thomas Mr. Anstruther. 

NOES. 
Allen, W. Newce.-under-Lyme) | Doogan, P. C. Spicer, Albert 
Barlow, John Emmott Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) Steadman, William Charles 
Bayley, T. (Derbyshire) Haldane, 
Birrell, Augustine Hazell, Walter 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling Jones, W. 
Brigg, John Lambert, George 


Broadhurst, Henry Lewis, 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 


Clough, Walter Owen 


Richard Burdon 
(Carnarvonshire) 


John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 

| Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Ghee, Richard 


Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James, (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Ure, Alexander 

| Williams, John C (Notts) 

| Wills, Sir William Henry 

| Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woods, Samuel 


Cozens-Hardy, Herbert H. Maddison, Fred. | 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) Molloy, Bernard Charles | TELLERS FOR THE NoErs— 
Dalziel, James, Henry Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) | Mr. Pickersgill and Dr. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


Dillon, John 


LAND TRANSFER ACT. 
Motion made— 


“That this House disapproves of the Order 
of Council, made on the 18th day of July 
last, under the Land Transfer Act, 1897, and 
laid upon the Table on the following day, 
which directs that registration of title to land 
shall be compulsory on sale in the County 
of London.”—/( Mr. (Gedge.) 


*Mr. GEDGE (Walsall): Sir, I am 
anxious not to detain the House very 
long, and the Attorney General, being 
anxious to catch a train for Scotland, has 
asked me, as a friend, to be as short as 
possible ; but I ask for attention, because 
the matter is 


really one of some 
importance, and is similar to 
that involved in regard to the 
Bill last under  discussion—namely, 


the extent to which the Government in 
another place are bound by what has 
been done by the Government in this 
House. I should not, of course, take up 
the time of the House by going into the 
merits of the Act, but I must just say 
a few words with regard to it to make 
my meaning clear. Objections to the 


Land_ Transfer Bill were met by two con- 
cessions, which were made by the Govern- 
ment when introducing the Bill—first, 


Roberts, J. B. (Eifion) 


| Clark. 


that it should in the first instance be 
tried as an experiment in one county 
only, and in no other county for three 
years, except at the request of the 
county. The second concession was that 
within an interval of three months from 
notice of the intention to put the Act in 
force being given by the Privy Council 
to any county in which it was proposed, 
first of all, to put the Act in force, it 
would be open to the county council of 
that county to pass a_ resolution 
preventing the Act being enforced. 
Well, last year it was proposed 
that the Act should be enforced in 
Yorkshire, but the Yorkshiremen offered 
such strenuous opposition to it that it 
was promptly withdrawn. Ultimately 
the county of London was selected as the 
subject of the experiment. I moved an 
Amendment to prevent this. In a popu- 
lation of five millions, and with enormous 
| property of one kind only—namely, house 
property, and nothing else—there was not 
the opportunity for testing the Act that 
a smaller county with agricultural and 
a variety of other property would afford. 
I pointed this out two days before pro- 
rogation—it was on the Wednesday, and 
the House was prorogued on Friday—and 
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vigorous opposition could easily have 
stopped the Bill. I showed that 
the notice would come before a 
moribund county council ; and it seemed 
to me that owners and ratepayers should 
have the opportunity of expressing their 
views at the new election, to be held in 
March. The Attorney General told me 
that I had not read the Bill, and was 
altogether mistaken. He pointed out 
that the Act did not come into operation 
until Ist January, and stated that no 
notice could. or would be given until 
January. Thereupon I allowed my 
Amendment to be negatived. Thencame 
a clause which the Attorney General 
had forgotten, enacting that, not 
withstanding the fact that the Act 
did not come into operation until 
the Ist January, all notices might be 
given as soon as the Act was passed. 
My honourable and learned Friend the 
Member for York and myself moved to 
omit the clause; and the Attorney 
General promptly agreed with me that 
the clause should go out, in order that 
effect might be given to the arrangement 
that no notice should be given before 1st 
January. There was a distinct pledge, 
and I am bound to say that it was 
broken. 
Sm R. WEBSTER: No, no; I beg 
your pardon. 
*Mr. GEDGE: I assert that the pledge 
was broken. I do not say it was 
broken intentionally, but I do say that 
it was on the footing that no notice 
should be given until the Ist January 
that that clause was struck out. 
Everyone in the House went away 
with that impression on his mind. 
Now, what happened? On the 26th 
November the Privy Council, relying on 
an Act passed in 1888, sent to the Lon- 
don County Council the notice which 
they ought not to have given of this 
pledge—and the three months expired 
before that council expired. Conse- 
quently the matter could not be brought 
before the constituents at the election 
in March as was intended and promised, 
and the new county council had no oppor- 
tunity of passing the statutory Resolution 
of disapproval. Therefore I say that the 
distinct pledge given by the Attorney 
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General has been broken by the action of 
the Privy Council. It seems to me that we 
should take care that this House does 
not lose control of pledges given by a 
Member of the Government, upon the 
faith of which opposition to a particular 
Measure is withdrawn. On the merits, I 
wish to put before the House two reasons 
for disapproving this Order of Council. 
First, as I said just now, this enormous 
county of London is not a proper county 
in which to try an experiment of this 
kind; secondly, the way this Order is 
framed is peculiar. The Act will come 
into operation in different portions of the 
county at different dates, which must 
inevitably lead to the utmost confusion 
and difficulty. Therefore on the merits, 
and also because it seems to me that the 
promise that was given by the Attorney 
General has not been fulfilled, I ask the 
House to disapprove of this Order. I do 
not propose to move the Resolution 
exactly as it appears on the Notice Paper. 
The words— 

“on the ground (among others) that such 
Order was made in violation of a pledge given 
to this House by the Government on the 4th 
day of August, 1897,” 

are not necessary. I beg to move the 
first part of the Resolution. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir R. 
Wesster, Isle of Wight): I hope that in 
less than half the time the honourable 
Gentleman has taken to bring this matter 
before the House. I shall convince the 
House that he has made out no case what- 
ever for this Resolution. The honourable 
Member has not even quoted his own 
words, or my words, accurately; he has 
not even taken the pains to read the De- 
bate which took place on the last occa- 
sion. I will assume that there was a 
most distinct pledge given that no steps 
should be taken to bring this Act into 
operation until more than six months 
from the Ist January, and I will show 
the House that the honourable Member 
has altogether failed to establish any 
charge of breach of faith. The Act of 
Parliament contemplates that there shall 
be six months from the Ist January, and 
that there shall be a period of thes 
months for the county council to exercise 
its judgment. I think the House will be 
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with me when I say that the honourable 
Gentleman gave ng dates whatever. This 
Order was never made until the 18th 
duly 

Mx. GEDGE: I said nothing about the 
Order ; I referred to the notice. 


Sir R. WEBSTER: The _honour- 
able Gentleman might have abstained 
from putting a Motion of this 
kind on the Paper until he made himself 
acquainted with the facts. It came to 
the knowledge of the Lord Chancellor 
that the county council would go out of 
office on the 12th March, and that, there- 
fore, unless they had some notice before the 
Ist January they would not have an effec- 
tive interval of three months. In order 
to give the county council a complete 
three months’ interval for the exercise of 
its judgment, notice was given onthe 11th 
November. Then. in March. the old 
county council went out, and in May the 
Lord Chancellor formally communicated 
with the new county council, and asked 
whether they wished to pass any resolu- 
tion to reject the Order, and the new 
county council replied that they had no 
such desire. Then the Order was laid on 
the Table for 40 days, down to the 17th 
July, and no one communicated with the 
Lord Chancellor or anybody else, or said 


Adjournment. 





a word to prevent the Order being 
carried into effect. Therefore the 
suggestion that there has _ been 


any attempt to evade the carrying out 
of the terms of the Act in the strictest 
way is absolutely without foundation. 
Now I come to the charge of breach of 
faith. The House will see how baseless 
is that charge if reference is made to the 
Debate on the 4th August of last year. 
Now, I may tell the House at once that 
T did not remember—and I do not sup- 
pose anybody remembered—that under 
the Interpretation Act, when an Act has 
been passed. which is to come into opera- 
tion at a future date, “ preliminary steps” 
may be taken; and it was under the 





powers of that Act, not knowing that I 
had said that no steps would be taken to 
bring the Act into force, that the Lord 
Chancellor gave the notice he did. But 
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the honourable Member’s statement, that 
I said that no notice should be served 
until the Ist January, is absolutely with- 
cut foundation. All I said was that no 
steps should be taken towards putting 
those provisions into force until the Ist 
enuary, 1898. As a matter of tact 
more than the statutory time has been 
given, so that everybody might be con- 
sulted. Everybody concerned has had 
notice, and has considered whether or not 
to oppose the Order. Nobody has 
expressed a desire to oppose the Order. 
Yet, for the satisfaction of his own per- 
sonal feelings, the honourable Member 
has thought fit to put down this Resolu- 
tion, in order to covertly attack the Lord 
Chancellor, if he could not attack me. I 
think the House will be of opinion that 
he has failed in both. 


Adjournment. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): Notwith- 
standing what the right honourable and 
learned Gentleman has said, I think there 
have been some rather unfortunate cir- 
cumstances in this transaction. The 
honourable Member for Walsall had 
moved an Amendment to the Land Trans- 
fer Bill of last year, with. the object 
of limiting its effect. That clause was 
withdrawn in consequence of a statement 
by the Attorney General, that the Bill as 
it stood effected the object my honourable 
Friend had in view. Now, it seems that 
owing to the Interpretation Act the 
Government are really able to put the 
Act into operation at an earlier date. I 
should be very reluctant to treat that as 
a breach of faith, but there seems no 
doubt that the statement made by the 
Attorney General, in forgetfulness of the 
existence of the Interpretation Act, led 
my honourable Friend to withdraw his 
Amendment, which he would not other- 
wise have done. 


Question put, and negatived. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 
of the House of the 18th day of July last, 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the House with- 
out Question put. 
House adjourned at 11.25. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 10th August 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at 
Twelve of the clock. 


PETITIONS. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 
Petitions against State Regulation from 


Clifton (3), and Greenock ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Egglescliff, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SCIENCE AND ART GRANTS. 


Petition from Stratton St. Margaret, 
for alteration of Law; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NAVY (PRIZE FIRING). 


Return [presented 9th August] to be 
printed. [No. 384.] 


PUBLIC WORKS (IRELAND). 
Copy presented of Sixty-sixth Annual 
Report of the Commissioners of Public 
Works in Ireland, with Appendices, for 
\the year ending 3lst March 1898 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


VOL. LXIV. {Fount Ssriss.] 


{10 Aveust 1898} 
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FORESHORES. 

Copy presented of Treasury Minute 
dated 6th August 1898, directing the 
application of Moneys received by the 
Board of Trade in the year ended 31st 
March 1898 in respect of the rights and 
interests of the Crown in the Foreshores 
of the United Kingdom [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (IRELAND). 
Copy presented of Thirtieth Report of 
the Deputy Keeper of the Public Records 
and Keeper of the State Papers in Ireland 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2172 and 2173 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS (GREAT 
BRITAIN AND GERMANY) 
(COMMERCIAL, No. 7, 1898). 

Copy presented of Temporary Arrange- 
ment regulating Commercial Relations 
between the United Kingdom and the 
German Empire [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COUNTY COURTS (PLAINTS AND 
SITTINGS). 


Return presented relative thereto 


[ordered 8th August; Mr. Jesse Col- 
‘lings]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. [No. 385.] 


SOUTH WALES COAL TRADE DISPUTE. 

Copy presented of Correspondence re- 
specting Proceedings under the Concilia- 
tion Act, 1896, in relation to the Dis- 
pute in the Coal Trade of South Wales 
and Monmouth [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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EAST INDIA (CONTRIBUTIONS BY 
INDIA TO THE IMPERIAL INSTITUTE). 

Return presented relative thereto 
[Address 8th August; Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree]; to lie upon the Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House— 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND, 


Copy of Account of Receipts and Ex- 
penditure of the Royal University of Ire- 
land for the year ended 3lst March 
1898; together with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]; to be printed. [No. 386.] 


STATIONERY OFFICE CONTRACTS. 


Copies ordered “of Contracts, as below 
stated, entered into since the 6th day of 
July 1897 by the Controller of Her 
Majesty’s Stationery Office for printing 
Official Forms, etc. for Departments of 
Her Majesty's Government, and for other 
printing, including the Army and Navy 
List, the Liverpool Customs Bill of Entry, 
Hackney Carriage Distance Books, the 
Board of Trade Journal, the Chrono- 
logical Table and Index of the Statutes, 
the Police Gazette, the Journal of the 
Board of Agriculture, etc., viz.—Laugh- 
ton and Company, 10th May, 1897; Mil- 


lington and Sons, 14th June, 1897; 
Waterlow Brothers and Layton, 11th 


September, 1897, 6th November, 1897, 
3rd December, 1897, 7th December, 


1897; W. L. Abercromby, 24th Sep- 
tember, 1897; G. R. Griffith, 20th 
October, 1897; Alex. Thom and Com- 


pany, Dublin, 1st November 1897, 15th 
April, 1898, 26th April, 1898 ; Colston 
and Company, Edinburgh, 8th November, 
1897; Kelleher and Company, 11th 
November, 1897 ; A. T. Roberts, Son, and 
Company, 29th November, 1897; Har- 
mer and Harley, 11th December, 1897 ; 
Eyre and Spottiswoode, 20th December, 
1897; W. P. Griffith and Sons, 28th 
March, 1898; Morrison and Gibb, Edin- 
burgh, 7th April, 1898; ditto, ditto ; 
Browne and Nolan, Dublin, 18th April, 
1898 ; John Falconer, Dublin, 20th April, 
1898; James Truscott and Son, 29th 
April, 1898 ; Hazell, Watson, and Viney, 
8th June, 1898; ditto, ditto; and Bex- 
hill Publishing and Printing Company, 
10th June, 1898.”—(Mr. Hanbury.) 


{COMMONS} 


Withdrawn. 
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UNQUALIFIED MEDICAL PRAC- 
TITIONERS. 


Mr. A. O'CONNOR (Donegal, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is awa.e 
that a poor woman expecting confine- 
ment frequently applies to one or other of 
the general hospitals in London for a 
doctor to attend her in her confinement, 
and that frequently in such a case a 
student is sent to attend who has little 
or no experience, or may even never have 
been in a case before, and that no inti- 
mation is in such case given to the 
patient that the person sent is not a 
fully qualified medical practitioner ; and, 
whether the Medical Council have pro- 
hibited the employment by private prac- 
titioners.of assistants who, although they 
have taken out a full course of midwifery 
training, have not taken out a degree in 
medicine, surgery, and midwifery? 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror taE HOME DEPARTMENT 
(Mr. Jesse Co.unes, Birmingham, 
Bordesley): The Home Secretary has no 
information on the subject. He will, how- 
ever, communicate with the Medical 
Council and make all inquiries to ascer- 
tain the facts of the case. 


Mr. A. O'CONNOR: May I ask the 
right honourable Gentleman if he will 
inquire at the same time whether there 
are not Members of the Council who are 
themselves medical officers attached to 
some of the hospitals from which these 
unqualified persons are sometimes sent 
out ; and whether the Medical Council is 
in a position to enforce the same rules 
for all parties? 


Mr. COLLINGS: Full inquiry will be 
made. 


BILL WITHDRAWN. 


COUNTY COURTS JURISDICTION BILL. 
Order for Second Reading discharged 





and Bill withdrawn.—f Vr. Monk.) 
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4 
ORDER OF THE DAY.,.°” 44 


44 - le 


—_-——— 
e 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to THs 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Pres- 
ton) moved the Second Reading of the 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill. 


*Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest 
of Dean): On the Second Reading of the 
Appropriation Bill, Sir, Members are 
sometimes called to order when they 
attempt to discuss, not the administra- 
tion, but the legislation, of the Govern- 
ment. There is no temptation to-day, I 
think, for any Member to be called to 
order on that score, because the Bills of 
the Government this Session have 
been Bills which the Opposition have 
found themselves able to support. 
Practically, no contention has arisen 
between the “two sides. Matters 
are very different, however, when 
we turn to administration, and I think 
the House ought not to separate without 
some remarks being passed upon the 
administration during the present Ses- 
sion. Sir, there are only two heads of 
the administration of the Government to 
which I wish to refer, and to one most 
briefly. The subject to which I wish to 
refer very briefly is not one upon which 
there is a general concurrence of opinion 
in this House or a general concurrence of 
opinion in the country—TI allude to the 
Government having lost this year a 
unique opportunity of carrying out Army 
reform, and it is possibly one which wil! 
never recur. The Government have in. 
creased the cost of the Army last year 
and also this, but they have not increased 
its numbers, and although there has been 
just an opening of the door as regards 
the future by the introduction of one of 
those schemes of Army reform in a very 
modified degree, to which some of us 
attach great importance—namely, the 
three years’ service system, yet, on the 
whole, I cannot but think that the 
Government have lost, and probably lost 
for good, a great opportunity of reform- 
ing the Army of this country. Now, Sir, 
the other question of administration is 
one upon which I venture to say there is 
something like a universal concurrence of 
opinion in this House and in the 
country at large, and I allude to 
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the conduct of foreign affairs. We 
have had in _ this House, of 
course, defenders of the policy of Lord 
Salisbury, that is, his colleagues, who 
naturally cannot help themselves in this 
matter. But, as regards independent 
opinion in this House, I have never 
known a Session in which, with referense 
te events of the most momentous and 
of the most far-reaching character, the 
condemnation has been so general and 
the defence so exclusively confined to 
the gentlemen who sit on the Front 
Bench and are almost under an obliga- 
tion to support the policy for which they 
are, as a body, responsible. The whole 
of the Press has condemned their policy, 
and it has been condemned by great 
numbers of the independent Members of 
this House, while many of those on the 
other side of the House, who have gone 
so far as to give that policy their sup- 
port in the Division Lobby, have quali- 
fied their support in their speeches to 
such an extent that some of those 
speeches have been more damaging to 
the policy than any we on this side have 
addressed to the House. Now, Sir, be- 
fore I allude to the question of China I 
should like to refer to the extraordinary 
breakdown of Lord Salisbury’s Cretan 
policy since last vear, and the extent 
which that breakdown has now attained. 
In the recent replies which have been 
made by the Under Secretary of State 
with regard to the present condition of 
Crete he has alluded to two subjects 
with which we. a year ago. were mainly 
concerned. A few months ago he thought 
there was a probability of the Powers 
uniting in the selection of a Governor 
General for Crete. The last replies of 
the Under Secretary have shown that 
there is no chance of an agreement, and 
I fear that it is to the continuance of the 
present almost absurd form of govern. 
ment that we must look forward. The 
Under Secretary, on the 15th of July, 
spoke of the 


“ difficulty experienced in selecting a governor 
acceptable to all concerned.” 


I am very much afraid that by “all con- 
cerned” he includes Turkey. I under- 
stand him to do so, because he told us 
some time ago that Russia, France, and 
England were agreed upon a candidate, 
that that candidate had the support of 
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the great majority of Cretans, and 
that he believed that steps would be 
taken immediately after the evacuation 
of Thessaly to put forward that candi- 
date. He afterwards told the House 
that Austria and Germany were offering 
no opposition to the candidate, and we 
know that Italy has been an active sup- 
porter. Therefore the only opposition 
that must have caused this breakdown 
for an indefinite period must have been 
the opposition of the Porte. Last year, 
and even at the beginning of this year, 
we were constantly informed by the 
Government that the Ottoman troops 
were io be withdrawn from the island, 
but the last’ answer which has been 
given on this subject, namely, on the 
19th of July, was— 


Appropriation 


“The retention or withdrawal of the troops 
is a matter of arrangement.” 


Of course, we know that the answer of 
the Porte will be the same as the answer 
to the proposal to nominate a non- 
Turkish subject as governor of Crete—it 
will be a mon possumus. The posi- 
tion of affairs in Crete, unsatisfac- 
tory as it is and full of danger, is 
thrown back for an indefinite period. 
I see the Solicitor General in his place, 
but I do not see the Attorney General, 
who no doubt is engaged elsewhere; but 
the Attorney General made a speech the 
cther day in which he described the 
achievements of Lord Salisbury in foreign 
affairs during the present year, and he 
expressed the belief—a belief which I 
venture to say is not shared by any in- 
dependent Member of the House cf 
Commons or by anyone outside—that the 
achievements of Lord Salisbury have 
been of a satisfactory nature, and will 
be remembered when everything else 
of this year has been forgotten. 


CommanpER BETHELL (York, E.R., 
Holderness): Hear, hear! 


*Sm C. DILKE: I am glad to hear 
that there is one independent Mem- 
ber who agrees with the Attorney 
General. Sir, we have had opportunities 
this Session—and tlierefore I shall not 
repeat on this occasion what has been 
previously said—of examining in detail 
the conduct of Lord Salisbury in Foreign 
Affairs in such matters as Tunis and 


Sir C. Dilke. 
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Madagascar. No defence has_ been 
offered by any independent Member of 
this House, and the defence offered by 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, and that offered in another place 
by Lord Salisbury himself, fail to con- 
vince the Conservative Press, and, I 
believe, the constituencies of this country. 
We say that the breakdown of this policy 
was the direct result of Lord Salisbury’s 
own acts. He cannot attribute it to any- 
one else. He could hardly say that his 
colleagues are personally responsible, as 
both in the case of Tunis and of Mada- 
gascar the policy was his own individual 
act. As regards the case of Siam, some 
defence was offered. The Under Secretary 
—I am sorry that he is not in the House 
to-day, because I hesitate, in his absence, 
to speak so strongly as I should like to 
do—when he was in opposition in the 
last Parliament made the Siam question 
the main ground for attack upon those 
who were then in office. But the Unde 
Secretary’s defence of the proceedings in 
Siam no more bears investigation than 
Lord Salisbury’s defence of the proceed- 
ings in Tunis and Madagascar. We find 
the French occupying portions of Siamese 
territory by military force, in defiance 
of pledges which the late Government 
obtained. The Under Secretary ven- 
tured to tell the House that this was 
under a convention “ concluded when right 
honourable Gentlemen opposite were in 
power.” But, Sir, that is not the case. 
The late Government obtained a pledge 
of evacuation of that territory, under con- 
ditions which were fulfilled about the time 
that Lord Salisbury came into office. The 
territory has remained occupied in spite 
of that, and the Under Secretary, who 
used to maintain the extreme value of 
this territory when he was in opposition, 
now suggests to the House that it is 
worthless, and that we should not con- 
cern ourselves about it at all. Now, Su, 
I have always been an advocate of peace, 
but some of my honourable Friends on 
this side of the House think that strength 
of language is somewhat inconsistent 
with peace, and that is a matter on which 
we have often argued. But I believe, 
and I think that the great majority of 
Members in this House and the great 
majority of people in this country believe, 
that the use of perfectly firm, clear, and 
straightforward language in _ these 
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matters is the best mode of securing 
peace. You do not in the long run 
secure peace by vacillation of conduct 
and infirmity of language, of which we 
have had too much in recent years. I 
have not always praised the action in 
foreign affairs of Liberal Ministers, but 
as regards Siam, I venture to say that 
they did use strong language on one 
occasion, and that it was backed up by 
strong action, and that that strong 
language and strong action were effec- 
tive. I was therefore amazed when the 
Under Secretary went out of his way to 
say— 

“JT was never more astonished than when 
I heard that the late Government, in respect 
of Siam, used very strong language to some 
other Power. This is the first time I have 
heard of it, and I confess that the very idea 


fills me with surprise. It did not prevent the 
French from occupying Chautabun.” 


Well, it did prevent the French from 
occupying Bangkok. The language to 
which I refer was used by the then Under 
Secretary in this House, and the action of 
the then Government, backed up as it 
was by acts consistent with a firm policy, 
produced the necessary result, and main- 
tained peace. That is a matter upon 
which the late Government deserves to be 
congratulated by the House. Now, Sir, I 
turn to a matter which, I venture to say, 
is in all minds at the present moment, 
and that is the latest development of 
Lord Salisbury’s foreign policy, which 
has been before us not only in the last 
few weeks of the Session, but all through 
the Session, and especially within the 
last few days. Some of the most 
important declarations with reference to 
this matter, and some of the most 
interesting statements of fact were made 
only yesterday in reply to questions in 
this House. Now, Sir, as regards the 
matters discussed in the earlier portion of 
the present Session, I do not propose to 
speak ; we have made our views clear to 
the Government, and it is useless to 
repeat the arguments which were then 
addressed to the House, and which, 
I believe, met with the approval 
of the independent judgment of the 
House, especially in regard to the 
manner in which the occupation 
of Wei-hai-Wei took place, and with 
regard to what the noble Lord the Mem- 
ber for York called the shameful and 
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humiliating instance of weakness and 
vacillation in foreign policy, which 
resulted in the withdrawal of British 
ships from Port Arthur. I believe that 
the late Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs, in his speech the other night, 
pointed out with extreme power, and, I 
think, with unanswerable force, in the 
judgment of all who heard him, that that 
was the time when you might have 
seized the opportunity of coming to some- 
thing like an arrangement with regard to 
the future of China. But I will not go 
back into the history of this question. 
When, however, the Attorney General 
spoke of the achievements of Lord Salis- 
bury, not only in foreign affairs generally, 
but with regard to China in particular, 
he instanced, as the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs has instanced, 
the enormous advantages which are sup- 
posed to be conferred by the opening of 
the West River, and the rivers generally. 
I shall not go back to this question 
to-day, because the honourable Baronet 
the Member for Northumberland dealt 
admirably with it in his speech the other 
night, and he showed that the benefits 
and the blessings which were held out 
to this House in the highly-coloured 
speech of the Under Secretary, had 
failed to flow from that policy. Sir, 
what is the latest development of 
this question? The Government have 
now sent instructions on two points. The 
first, which is the one on which I wish 
to mainly dwell, concerns British trade. 
Sir Claude MacDonald was 


“to press for the insertion in every concession 
granted by the Chinese Government of proper 
provisions for the equal treatment of all nations 
and trade.” 


The other point, which is much less 
tangible, much more important, and 
much more risky, which is unlikely 
ever to have much practical effect—as I 
shall try to show—is that we are to sup- 
port China against any act of aggression. 
Well, in my opinion, that act of aggres- 
sion will not arise. Russia at the present 
moment is not in such a military posi- 
tion in North China as to risk war, and 
will not attempt any such act of aggres- 
sion as would be certain to bring about 
war. She is probably as yet less 
strong in the Pacific than Japan, and far 
less so than we are. Moreover, the 
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United States would be greatly interested 
in certain acts of aggression, because 
their trade would be largely concerned. 
But there is another reason why no act 
of aggression is likely to arise. The 
Chinese capital in the north of China— 
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Pekin—is very much exposed to 
Russia. The Chinese know what is 
likely to become of their interest in 


Manchuria, they know how near Russia 
is, and they know how much nearer she 
may be in five or six years’ time, and it 
is certain that they are not going to 
expose themselves to the resentment of 
Russia by complaining to us that such an 
~2t of aggression has arisen. There is an 
open door in China at the present time, 
and that is Pekin, which Russia can 
have in a very few years. I do not, there- 
fore, think that the second part of the 
instructions sent out will be useful. The 
first instruction is moderate and reason- 
able, and may possess—I believe it does 
possess—an incalculable importance to 
British trade. I want to see how far the 
Government are acting upon it. Yester- 
day it was elicited from the Government 
that that instruction was given in March. 
It has lately been renewed in a more 
definite form. Well, Sir, what is the 
development since March? At _ the 
end of June a Foreign Office Note 
appeared in Paris with regard to the 
Pekin-Hankau Railway. Lord Salisbury 
a few days ago in another place declared 
his belief that this concession had been 
given to a Belgian syndicate. It is true 
that a concession was given a year and a 
half ago to a weak Belgian syndicate, 
but, according to the French Foreign 
Office Note, it has now been replaced by a 
Franco-Belgian syndicate, acting through 
the Russo-Chinese Bank. The instruc- 
tions to Sir Claude MacDonald having 
been given in March, what does the 
Foreign Office Note at the end of June 


say upon this subject? It says— 

“Besides the important part reserved to 
French industry in the orders for materials 
to which those enterprises will give rise, 
French influence in China cannot fail to derive 
happy results from this success obtained by 
our diplomacy at the moment when the rail- 
way question plays so important a part in 
the international relations of the Chinese 
Empire.” 


That shows that the French Foreign 
Office takes a very different view from 
Sir C. Dilke. 
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other day in another place with regard 
to the political as well as the commercial 
importance of the opening of railways in 
the Chinese Empire. Now, Sir, it must 
be remembered that while Lord Salisbury 
has claimed credit inthe country for the 
virtual acquisition, as a future sphere of 
British influence, of the Yang-tsze Valley, 
he has declared that we should respect 
the policy of the open door, and that 
equality of opportunity is to be given to 
everybody—that is to say, to Russia, Ger 
many, and France—with no particular 
advantage to ourselves. But I have 
shown what is the new French policy 
since the date of the instructions. Now 
let us consider what is the German policy 
on this subject. The Under Secretary 
was asked last night by an honourable 
Member who sits on this side of the 
House. a question with regard to the rail- 
way in the German sphere. If we find 
that France, and Russia, and Germany 
are closing the door, not only in what 
they seem to consider their. spheres of 
influence, but also in the case of the 
Pekin-Hankau line, within our sphere, 
what follows? We are to open the door 
to everybody, and allow them to come 
into our sphere of influence, while they 
are adopting the policy, in some degree, 
at all events, of excluding us from theirs. 
That policy has been fully developed as 
regards railway material already, and I 
venture to suggest that people in this 
country must be very blind if they do not 
reason from what is being done with 
regard to the supply of railway materials 
to what will be done with other trade. 
It seems to me to be a_ policy 
of “Heads they win, and tails we lose.” 
Now, Sir, what was the answer given 
vesterday on this point with regard to 
Germany? That, in the first instance, 
work and supplies should be offered to 
German industry and trade in connection 
with railways in their sphere of 
influence. The supply of rails to China 
is not merely an indication of the future 
policy of the Powers with regard to 
the concessions which they obtain, but 
it is an important matter in itself 
in view of the great value of our trade 
in steel rails. We know what the policy 
of Russia is in this matter. In the 
speeches which have lately been made 
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Russian statesmen have boasted that not 
a bolt or a nut used in the construction 
of the Siberian railway has been made 
out of Russia; and I am very doubtful 
indeed whether we shall prevent that 
policy being extended to Manchuria. 
Well, now, Sir, that is the admitted 
policy of the Russians, and they are 
proud of it, and claim it as a great merit. 
Then a further answer was given yester- 
day as to the terms of the concessions 
granted since March last, and that led 
the Under Secretary to declare a little 
brusquely and petulantly that he would 
say nothing in regard to the concessions 
granted since March last, on the ground 
that he had not seen them. The House 
will separate without knowing what will 
be the result of the instructions given in 
March. Surely all this reveals inter- 
ference with the natural course of trade. 
There is a large trade involved, and if the 
door is really open that trade would be 
done, not by Russia, Germany, or France, 
but by ourselves, the United States, or 
Belgium, whence would come the supply 
of railway material. Here is the arti- 
ficial interference on the part of these 
three great Powers ; and as the policy of 
the Government has not been successful 
in preventing it in the past, I cannot 
think it will be other than less capable 
of preventing it in the future. Now, Sir, 
yesterday the Under Secretary was also 
pressed upon one other matter, which is 
perhaps the greatest of all, and that is 
with reference to the Niuchwang line. 
It is difficult for us to say much about 
it, as no information will be brought 
before the country until after Parliament 
has risen, and everything must be con- 
sequently said in the absence of informa- 
tion. I believe, however, we shall find 
that before Parliament meets again the 
door has been very distinctly closed 
against us, unless the trade interests of 
the United States lead that country into 
agreeing with England in any action that 
may be taken in the matter. On the 
whole, I cannot but fear that the situa- 
tion will develop in a very short time into 
this state of things—that China will take 
her place by the side of Turkey and 
Persia as one of the chain of protected 
empires with which Russia is surrounded. 


Mr. DRAGE (Derby): There is a 
Russian proverb much in use in my 
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student days at Moscow, “God is high, 
but the Tzar is far off.” According to 
some, the stake for which we are playing 
in the far East is high, but Pekin is far 
off. I desire to show that the stake 
indeed is high, but that it will be fought 
for not only in Pekin, but in many other 
places all over the world. I hope to 
show, before I sit down, that we have to 
deal with a fixed policy decided on long 
ago, and that ample evidence can be 
found in the Russian laws and regulations 
to support the speeches recently de 
livered, and referred to by the right 
honourable Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean, by the Tzar and others; 
and before I sit down I shall quote the 
principal author of that policy. With 
regard to the immediate stake for which 
we are fighting, it has been said by the 
right honourable Gentleman the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
that it is only in the East, and in the 
Far East especially, that we can hope 
to create and maintain open markets for 
British industry. The question that 
arises is, what is the total amount of 
British goods and British shipping at 
stake? The total value of British goods 
imported into China has been stated by 
the President of the Board of Trade to 
amount to £27,500,000; British ships 
carry 82 per cent. of the trade and pay 
76 per cent. of the total Customs of 
China. In the Yang-tsze Valley, which 
has been marked out as our special 
sphere of interest, 64.8 per cent. of the 
shipping is British, 23 per cent. Chinese, 
and 12} per cent. falls to othtr Powers. 
No fewer than 1,690 British steamers of 
2,252,000 tons are entered and cleared 
within a year. With regard to Han- 
kow, which is menaced by one of the 
proposed railways, the Foreign Office 
Report states that it is the greatest dis- 
tributing centre of the Empire, and 50 
per cent. of its trade is British, while 
1,109,000 tons out of 1,783,000 tons of 
British shipping entered and cleared 
from that port. With regard to the 
general attitude of Russia to the British 
trade, the right honourable Gentleman 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs has stated in his book that every 
port, every town, every village, which 
passes into French or Russian hands isan 
outlet closed to Manchester, Bradford, or 
Bombay. But the state of affairs is 
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much worse than that. The duty on iron 
goods is from 2a to 30 per cent. ; and the 
right honourable Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean has pointed out that 
iron goods will form no small proportion 
of the fresh trade with China. The 
policy of Russia in tnis regard can be 
elicited from the attempt recently made 
by the Russian Government to form a 
contract with a British firm for the 
establishment of a shipping yard on the 
Baltic, at which only Russian materials 
are to be used and only Russian work- 
men are to be employed. Evidence has 
been given by the right honourable 
Gentleman opposite that it is intended to 
carry out that policy with regard to the 
railways about to be constructed in 
China. Similar heavy duties have been 
imposed until recently on shipbuilding, 
but they have been remitted for 10 years, 
in order to enable the Russian mercantile 
marine to meet the large and _ ever- 
increasing demand now made on it. It 
is not only British goods and British 
materials that Russia seeks to exclude. 
There has been much evidence recently 
in China of the struggle to exclude 
British capital, and evidence of a similar 
kind has been furnished by the replies 
of the right honourable Gentleman the 
Under Secretary of svate for Foreign 
Affairs with regard to the action of the 
Russian Government in Persia. The 
House is aware that the Imperial Bank 
is the only British institution in Persia, 
and that it had almost concluded a loan 
with the Persian Government on the 
security of the Customs in the Persian 
Gulf. This was, however, prevented by 
representations made by the Russian 
Government, and although the right 
honourable Gentleman the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs said, in 
reply to a question, that the refusal was 
due to the fact that a larger amount of 
money had been offered by another 
Government, and that no threats had 
been used, I am informed, on the best 
authority, that it was entirely due to 
menaces used by the Russian Govern- 
ment that that negotiation fell through. 
A similar attitude has been shown in a 
remarkable manner to British shipping. 
A law has been passed, which comes into 
force in 1900, which shows the foresight 
of the Russian Government, and the hope 
that she entertains of one day ruling the 
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sea. Under that law, goods carried 
between Russian Ports, including Vladivo- 
stock in the Far East, must, after 
1900, be carried solely in Russian ships. 
The only exception made is in respect of 
the carriage of salt between the Baltio 
and the Black Sea. Another law shows 
that it is intended to pursue the same 
policy with regard to British seamen. 
In 1900 a new law comes into force under 
which no British seamen can be employed 
in Russian ships. Further instances of 
similar action will be in the recollection 
of the House in the attempted exclusion 
of British engineers from Manchuria, and 
in the dismissal of the lighthouse-keepers 
from the Gulf of Liotichau, the only 
reason given in the last case being that 
they were under the employment of Sir 
Robert Hart, the Inspector-General of 
Customs. Much has been made in recent 
speeches of the conventions which have 
been entered into between Russia and 
China. There is a remarkable article in 
the Russo-Chinese Convention with 
regard to Port Arthur. It is the first 
article, and it runs— 


“The sovereign rights of China shall not 
be infringed by the lease of Port Arthur and 
Talienwan.” 


Nevertheless, Port Arthur has been 
declared a naval fortress of the second 
class, and Rear-Admiral Stark, the 
second-in-command of the Pacific Squad 
ron, has been appointed its commandant. 
I asked a Question of the right honour 
able Gentleman the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs some weeks ago 
on this point, but no information had, up 
to that time, reached the Foreign Office 
on the subject—whether the right 
honourable Gentleman had heard what I 
am informed is an undoubted fact— 
namely, that Russian merchants in Odessa 
have been informed by the Russian 
Foreign Minister that Port Arthur is a 
Russian port, and that Russian goods will 
enter free of duties. to which British 
goods will be subject. Further, it is the 
fact that, in defiance of the above articlv. 
Chinese ships will only be allowed to 
enter under the command of Russian 
subjects and, if nothing more was neces- 
sary to enforce Russian possession, one 
may state that 12,000 Russian troops 
are in occupation of the town. One may 
well ask where is the open door, when 
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one recollects that a large proportion of 
the goods which will be imported through 
Port Arthur are precisely those iron rails 
and iron manufactures which are likely 
to play such an important part in the 
development of China. The above is a 
mere statement of facts and laws actually 
in existence. The House will be in- 
terested to know what is the policy which 
is governing those facts, and who is the 
responsible author of it. A remarkable 
statement has been made by Prince 
Uchtomsky. The House may ask who is 
Prince Uchtomsky. He is a person not 
much known in this country, but he is 
President of the Russo-Chinese Bank. He 
was the head of the last official Russian 
Commission in Pekin, and he accom- 
panied Nicolas II. on his visit to China. 
He is further the editor of the St. Peters- 
burg Viedomosti. He is therefore practi- 
cally an official personage, whose utter- 
ances are well within the control of the 
Government of Russia, and it would be 
interesting to know whether, if his policy 
has been brought to the notice of Her 
Majestys Government, any representa- 
tions have been made by them to St. 
Petersburg on the subject. He has 
stated in the article which I quoted that 
the policy of Russia is: first, to absorb 
China, under the egis of the present 
dynasty ; secondly, to exclude British 
trade ; and, thirdly, to form a Continental 
alliance with the object of crushing Great 
Britain. If that is the policy of Russia, 
and I have shown that there are facts 
outside Prince Uchtomsky’s statement 
which go to prove it to be so, it is use- 
less to hope to restrain Russia by spheres 
of influence, or any bonds which diplo- 
macy can weave, especially when it is 
recollected that a Russian high official 
has said, “We shall conquer China by 
railways.” There is one passage, how- 
ever, which I should like to read to the 
House. It is one of the concluding 
passages in the article— 


“The pith of the prince’s ideas is the over- 
throw of England. The removal of English 
competition from the field is necessary to 
enable Russia to offer us (namely, Germany) 
a preferential position in China from a com- 
mercial point of view. So soon as England 
is eliminated from the rivalry of the nations 
in East Asia, it becomes quite a secondary 
question whether we should barter Shan-tung 
to Russia for a position in the Yang-tsze 
Valley.” 
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Whether this policy has the attractions 
for Germany which the Prince hoped or 
not it is hard to say, but one may remind 
the House that the results of the pre 
dominance hoped for Russian in China 
will be most serious for England in other 
parts of the Far East. A remarkable 
book has been written by Mr. W. A. 
Pickering, entitled, “Pioneering in For- 
mosa.” Mr. Pickering was Protector of 
the Chinese in the Straits Settlement, 
and Sir Robert Hart has said of him 
that he has had unique opportunities of 
becoming acquainted with all classes and 
races of the Chinese. Mr. Pickering 
states— 


“Unless England secures her proper share 
of the Celestial Empire, we shall not only 
lose the markets which are more and more 
absolutely essential for the very existence of 
the masses in the Three Kingdoms, but we 
shall be endangering the safety of our 
Colonies, of Hong-kong, the Straits Settle- 
ments, and also our possessions in Burmah 
and the Malay Peninsula. In these countries 
and islands, the backbone of the population, 
the sources of revenue and prosperity are the 
Chinese, of whom in the Straits, the Malay 
States, and Hong-kong, we have, at a 
moderate estimate, three-quarters of a million 
of adults, the majority of whom, leaving their 
families at home, are entirely at the mercy 
of the Powers which rule the Celestial Em- 
pire. Were England to neglect her duties, 
and allow the French and the Russians to be 
paramount in Pekin, I feel certain that in case 
of war, the Chinese of our Colonies could be 
so manipulated, either by promise of favour 
or by threats of punishment to their families 
in China, that we should find it difficult to 
keep down revolution within, and at the 
same time defend our coaling stations and 
most valuable Colonies from external attack.” 


That is a sufficiently gloomy picture of 
the results in the Malay States. I need 
not dwell on the results of the establish- 
ment of the Russian naval power in the 
Pacific, at our Canadian and Australian 
Colonies. The right honourable Gentle- 
man the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, in his book, considers 
that the establishment of a Russian naval 
force at Port Lazareff would be most pre- 
judicial to our interests in the Far East. 
How much more would he say so if he 
had had to deal with the establishment 
of Russia at Port Arthur? With regard 
to the effect of this policy on India, I am 
aware that it is no longer the fashion to 
speak of a Russian invasion of India as 
impossible. It is generally accepted, and 
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indeed Prince Uchtomsky considers that 
the Russians intend to advance to India 
in order to bring pressure to bear upon 
us elsewhere. Lord Roberts, in his 
remarkable speech in another place, has 
laid stress on the possibility of such an 
undertaking, and the necessity of coping 
with it. But the idea of the conquest of 
India has sunk far deeper into 
other heads than those of Russian 
diplomatists and Russian officers. 
I recollect, when I was a_ student 
at Moscow, asking some questions of the 
children in the schools, whose education 
is not generally supposed to be very ad- 
vanced. It was true that they did not 
know, for the most part, where Australia 
or Canada were, but they had a distinct 
idea of British Hindustan. They could 
point it out on the map, and ‘informed 
me that it was a country oppressed by 
the British, which it was the mission of 
Holy Russia to liberate. I have dealt 
already briefly with the question of 
Persia and the Persian loan. I may 
Foirt out to the House, in passing, that 
the date of 1900, which we have already 
seen to have a remarkable effect on 
Russian foreign policy, occurs again in 
Persia. Persia has entered into a Treaty 
with Russia, by which she binds herself 
to make no railroads till the year 1900, 
but there is a question in connection with 
Persia that I should like to address to 
Her Majesty’s Government. The House 
is aware that there is an independent 
sect of Christians called the Nestorians 
in Persia. I am informed that they 
have made an appeal for protection to 
Her Majesty’s Government, which has 
been refused. It would be curious to 
know on what ground that refusal has 
been made, if it has, indeed, been given. 
I need not dwell on the interests which 
we have opposed to Russia in Armenia 
and Abyssinia, but I may remark in pass- 
ing that from a recent communication in 
the Russian newspapers, it appears that 
a large number of Armenian refugees at 
present in the Caucasus are about to be 
forcibly repatriated. It would be inte 
resting to know whether they are to be 
armed, as I believe has been the case in 
former instances, with rifles obtained 
from Russia, and whether any sum of 
money will be given them for their main- 
tenance when they cross the frontier. 
There is one other quarter in which our 
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interests again come into contact with 
those of Russia. It is in the north of 
Norway. The attention of the House has 
recently been called to the fortifications 
of the great naval arsenal at Ekaterina, 
and to the connection of Port Victoria, an 


ice-free port in Norway, with the 
Russian railway system. It is 
curious that here, too, under the 
original plans, works were to have 


been completed by the year 1900. Thus 
we have the laws mentioned coming into 
force in 1900; we have the project of the 
Siberian Railway, which was to have been 
completed in 1900; we have the Persian 
Railway programme suspended till 1900; 
and the Russian programme in the north 
of Europe to be finished on the Murman 
coast in the same year. It is needless 
to add that one of the official titles of 
the Tsar is “ Heir of Norway”; in fact, 
if it had not been for the premature 
action of Germany in Shan-tung, Russian 
plans would have been laid.without our 
being able to cope with them, and pro 
Lably without our getting any adequate 
information with regard to them. In 
every district in the world the House will 
observe that we find ourselves face to face 
with a yovrg nation, a strong nation, a 
nation that knows its own mind, and has 
a definite pclicy, which it intends to carry 
out. As against that nation there are 
the guarantees that this country has 
given as to the integrity of China by the 
vote of the House of Commons ; the integ- 
rity of Turkey in Asia by the Berlin 
Treaty ; and the integrity of Norway by 
the Treaty of 1855. There are interests 
in India, Abyssinia, and Persia. The 
struggle, as I have shown, will be not 
only religious and political, it will also 
be economic. Russian diplomatic 
methods, I venture to suggest, can only 
be met by drawing the line and defining 
what will be the casus belli. Russia is 
not now ready to fight, thanks to the pre- 
mature action of Germany ; but she soon 
will be. Those who criticise the Govern- 
ment are often met with the reply that 
they suggest no alternative policy. The 
policy which I venture to put forward is 
the effective occupation of our sphere in 
the Yang-tsze Valley, on the same 
methods that the Russian Government 
have employed in Manchuria. I would 
further suggest that in carrying this out 
we may make use of the local govern 
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ments, and act, as we have acted in 
Egypt, under the suzerainty of the Sul- 
tan. Further, I believe we should main- 
tain the open waterways, that are already 
open, and patrol them with gunboats, as 
we already patrol a portion of the Gulf. 
Railways, both for strategic and for com- 
mercial purposes, should ‘be formed by 
the Government. The honourable Mem- 
ber for Northumberland has stated his 
belief that capitalists would come for- 
ward if they had confidence in the 
Government. Whether capitalists come 
forward or not, it seems to be of the 
highest importance that such railways 
should be made. Further, one may sug- 
gest that the Government should organise 
a Chinese Army and Navy in the districts 
within our sphere of influence. The 
organisation of the Navy has been stated’ 
by the Duke of Devonshire, in another 
place, to be part of the policy of Her 
Majesty's Government, and with regard 
to the organisation of the Chinese Army, 
there is a remarkable State Paper 
by General Gordon which the Govern- 
ment doubtless has had before them. 
But above all it is necessary for the Govern- 
ment, once and for all, to put their foot 
down, to recognise facts, and to define 
the issues on which they propose to meet 
the advancing power of Russia. Lastly, 
I would say that it appears that in Asia 
again the empire of the world is at stake, 
and will have to be fought for in the twen- 
tieth century, which seems to be likely 
to be a century of struggle. One hun- 
dred years ago Napoleon I. said that in 
his belief Europe, within a century, would 
be either Cossack or Tartar. He did 
not contemplate the possibility of a 
Chinese army, led by Russian officers, 
overrunning Europe. Such a possibility, 
however, is within the contemplation, at 
any rate, of some Russian thinkers. I 
do not believe that such a plan, if it is 
attempted, would succeed. I am not a 
Russo-phobe; I know Russia too well. 
I believe that the battle which England 
hag to fight on behalf of religious, 
economic, and political liberty, will not 
be fought in vain, and if I may conclud2 
by some eloquent words from the book 
of the right honourable Gentleman the 
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Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Afairs— 
“We are, and have it in our power to re- 
main, the first Power in the East.” 
“Pray God our greatness may not fail 
Through craven fear of being great.” 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): If I 
might render one service to the Govern- 
ment it is to make it clear that in 
this Chinese crisis the Government has 
acted with the practically unanimous sup- 
port of the English Parliament. It 1s 
noticeable that from the beginning of 
the crisis not a single word has been 
uttered by the Opposition that could in 
any way hamper the policy of tie 
Government. They have never shown 
either that they are indifferent to the 
Treaty rights of England or that they 
are of great importance; whatever the 
leaders of the Opposition may have 
thought of the warlike declarations of 
the Members of the Government, they 
have very carefully framed their own 
speeches so as not in any way to detract 
frcm the force of these declarations. I 
have no doubt that the same patriotic 
course will be followed, but what has 
happened does not seem enough to have 
convinced foreign nations of the serious- 
ness of any threat uttered by Her 
Majesty’s Ministers. During the last 
five or six days we have had an oppor- 
tunity of seeing how foreign nations 
have received those declarations. The 
result is not flattering to our self-esteem. 
I suppose there is no country in the 
world where less regard is paid to the 
opinion of foreign newspapers than in 
England. The views of foreign press- 
men in regard to this crisis are shared 
by foreign statesmen. Certainly they 
are the views which Russia and France 
and Germany have acted upon with 
striking success. In face of the retreats 
and surrenders of the present Ministry 
I fear we shall have to go to war before 
anyone will believe that the Government 
means business. That seems to be the 
greatest danger of the existing situa 
tion. We have made many threats, but 
they appear to have made little impres- 
sion upon those to whom they were ad- 
dressed. They appear, also, to have 
made little impression upon those who 
uttered them. At the beginning of the 
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year the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer declared that the open door 
to China would be maintained even at 
the risk of war. [Cries of “Cost.”] 
Whether it is risk ur cost, it is a very 
serious word uttered by such a Minister. 
Then after that statement we had a 
declaration from the Under Secretary of 
State not less precise and not less 
cminous. The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury endorsed the statement of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. About a 
fortnight later there was an opportunity 
of putting that heroic statement ints 
practice. A request came from China to 
enter into friendly negotiation with us 
to protect her against foreign pressure. 
How was that request received? The 
First Lord of the Treasury said it was 
tantamount to a request that we should 
guarantee the territory of China. The 
right honourable Gentleman said that 
Her Majesty's Government would not 
guarantee that protection, and the resuit 
was that we left China exposed to any 
foreign pressure that might be put upon 
her and left our Treaty rights naked and 
defenceless to the first comer. The right 
honourable Gentleman made a threat of 
war, and we receded from it a fortnight 
after it was made. The Colonial Secre- 
tary has told us that it is hopeless to 
talk of maintaining the policy cf the 
open door in China while we are isolated ; 
that, in other words, we cannot fight for 
our pelicy in China without the assist- 
ance of military allies. I would ask 
the Government, where is our military 
ally? We have sot got one, and I 
would go further and say we do not 
need one. Perhaps the Colonial Secre- 
tary forgot that England is in Asia a 
great military, as well as a great naval, 
Power, and that in India we have 
300,000,000 of subjects, comprising 
among them some of the finest fighting 
races in the world. A _ statement so 
demaging to our prestige as that of the 
Colonial Secretary is one that we ought 
to have either withdrawn or qualified. It 
is a dangerous and unmerited slur upon 
the resources of the country, and vet 
it remains uncontradicted. I hope the 
House will receive a plain statement of 
policy from the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury as to whether we do, or do not, 
pretend to have a sphere of influence in 
China. If we have, is it consistent with 
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any sphere of interest we might claim 
to possess that rights preferential against 
ourselves should be given to foreign 
Governments which may be used detri- 
mentally to our trade?) The First Lord 
of the Treasury and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer on a former occasion 
asked, “ Where is the open door closed?” 
I must say that it is astonishing that 
what has happened in China should 
have happened, and vet these two dis- 
tinguished Ministers should not be aware 
that over a great province in China we 
have no longer any right whatever to 
share in the industrial development of 
that province except by permissior of a 
foreign Power not in the least degree 
likely to give that permission. The 
Treaty of Tien-tsin gave us all the pri- 
vileges, advantages, and immunities that 
may hereafter be granted to the Govern- 
ment or the subjects of any other Power. 
The right honourable Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury ‘vent on to 
argue as to the objection to Germany, and 
to the introduction of foreign capital, and 
he defined what was our sphere of inte 
rest. Well, now, I ask, does he stand by 
that statement? Because, in order to 
illustrate what he meant by this spzere 
of interest, he gave this very illustration 
of the making of the railway. First of 
all, we must remember that there are two 
railways projected into our sphere from 
the north. One of these _ railways 
formerly ran through the German sy-here 
of interest; then it was carried further 
west, the original line having become worn 
out probably, and it came nearer to the 
Pekin and Hankau Railway, which was 
within our sphere of interest, and the 
French Government now object on the 
same ground, saying—You must not con- 
struct a railway down the Yang-tsze 
Valley, which is so near our sphere of 
interest. I do not wish for one moment 
that you should suppose we are objecting 
to foreion capital; I rather gather that 
that was the objection entertained some 
time ago by the Government; but what 
I do object to is foreign Governments 
controlling railways under powers which 
may be detrimental to our trad2. I ob- 
ject to our having railways under such 
conditions as these. What are the condi- 
tions on which these railways are pene- 
trating our sphere of influence? I beg 
the attention of the House to this 
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subject, because I say, with great respect, 
that there are many Members who have 
not sufficiently noticed the point. ‘The 
demand made by France, for instance, for 
a railway from the south, approaching 
very near to the Yarng-tsze Valley, to 
which it would probably be extended, was 
made in the terms upon which the Russian 
Government were to construct the Man- 
churian Railway. The terms of the Man- 
churian Railway were that goods travel- 
ling over the line should pay lesser Cus- 
toms duty, and the valuable right was 
conceded to have a fixed duty, to repre- 
sent all internal transit duties. The 
great question in China is the internal 
transit duties, which keep China practi- 
cally a closed market. Thus Russia, in 
respect to this railway, secured a little 
imperium in imperio, and, by conditions 
analogous to these, applied to railways 
running into our sphere of interest, the 
only avenues by which commerce could 
approach the Yang-tsze Valley would, in 
commercial substance, if not in diplomatic 
form, be closed against us. That is the 
point to consider. We have to look at 
the substance of what we have got to 
fear in the Yang-tsze Valley in regard to 
the railway privileges which are granted 
against us. But see how the Government 
have utterly and hopelessly ignored that 
great difficulty in this problem. When 
speech after speech is made, treating 
diplomatic phrases, fantasies, and shadows 
as real things, the substantial thing to 
consider is whether these preferential 
rights and privileges will be detrimental 
to British trade. This the Foreign Office 
have overlooked, and it is, I think, one 
of the most melancholy instances of their 
incompetence that we have heard of in 
dealing with these Chinese matters. The 
First Lord of the Treasury gets up in 
his place and points out that the funda- 
mental thing to remember is our sphere 
of interest, and that there are no prefer- 
ential rights against us in respect of the 
railway. The Under Secretary, sitting 
near, hears the observation. By and by 
there arises the question, what is our 
sphere of interest to be? It becomes the 
duty of the Foreign Office, first, to delimit 
that sphere of interest, and, secondly, to 
ascertain what that sphere of interest is. 
Obviously, the whole object of having a 
sphere of interest is to be secured against 
preferential rights. But when the dis- 
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patch appeared it was seen that it was 
confined to declarations against aliena- 
tion of territory. That is not what Sir 
Claude MacDonald referred to. Our 
object was to prevent special privileges 
operating against us. Any lawyer or 
man of business would have had that 
in his mind. But what happens? There 
is the dispatch, written by Sir Claude 
MacDonald. It comes through the Post 
Office to the Foreign Office. When it 
gets there the statesman who read the 
dispatch, instead of noting the omission 
of this one thing needful—that there was 
not a word of exclusion of preferential 
rates against us—all he did was to dis- 
cover some grammatical obscurity in one 
of the sentences, and he proceeds to de- 
nounce this grammatical obscurity in 
language which, in itself, is about as 
ungrammatical as it well can be. Yet 
that is the way in which the Foreign 
Office, at a great crisis in our present 
Parliamentary life. and a great crisis in 
British trade, behaved. Here is the ques- 
tion of delimiting our sphere of interest, 
and it never strikes a single member of 
the Ministry that words should be 
inserted in that dispatch to meet the 
object we all have in view—the mainten- 
ance of the “open door.” Well, now, 
Sir, this is only one illustration among 
many of the extraordinary way in which 
the Government has forgotten or over- 
lcoked the central Imperial point. Take 
another illustration of my argument—the 
well-known case of Talienwan. When 
Russia sent telegrams that Talienwan 
would be open, like other ports on the 
Chinese mainland, again. there should 
have been a definition of the phrase, and 
an explanation whether there would have 
been a tariff. Any ordinary business 
man would have ascertained what that 
tariff was to be. Such a question of that 
kind cannot, however, have even touched 
the mind of any Minister. Thev seem 
to have treated it in the same way as 
Voltaire treated the bookseller’s warning 
when he feared that a certain passage in 
the book would be treated as seditious. 
Voltaire said, “Oh, that is much too im- 
portant to be noticed!” The Govern- 
ment seem to have adopted the same 
view. Whenever an important point 
arises on these questions, it is curious 
to ‘observe that the First Lord of 
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the Prime Minister elsewhere give 
totally different versions of the case. 
For a whole fortnight, or very nearly, that 
dispatch lay in the Foreign Office before 
the opening of Parliament, while all Eng- 
land wanted to know its contents. There 
is no doubt there was some truth in the 
right honourable Gentleman’s descrip- 
tion that the condition of things was 
something approaching to a panic in the 
public mind. The Prime Minister and 
the Under Secretary of State for War, or 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Afiairs, never seem to have met together 
for five minutes to ascertain the meaning 
of that dispatch concerning Talienwan. 
Five minutes would have settled it. They 
might have been all wrong; but they 
would at least have had the satisfaction 
of all making the same mistake. Well, 
not only did they succeed in being all 
wrong, but wrong all along the line. 
There was certainly a want of intelli- 
gence displayed in regard to the matter. 
I certainly am not one to be impressed 
by any airs of superiority either in 
opinion or judgment on the part of the 
Foreign Office, if we are to judge it by 
conduct such as this. Now, what is the 
condition of things to which the Govern- 
ment must apply itself? A few months 
ago, as I pointed out to the right honour- 
able Gentleman, the Government refused 
to give a promise of protection to China 
in respect to a loan. which would nave 
been of enormous benefit to England, 
which would have opened two of the 
greatest ports in China in the centre of 
the Yang-tsze Valley. Another advantage 
we should have enjoyed would have been 
the settlement, once for all, of the ques- 
tion of the internal transit dues. 


protection. 
it 


Why? 


might involve hostile action. 


one which comes within the 
sphere. 


Mr. Robson. 
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Those 
were the advantages we were to get for 
that loan, vet we withheld a promise of 
Because it was said 
But 
now, we are giving a promise of protec- 
tion in respect to something that will be 
of less advantage to us—a promise quite 
as serious and as likely to land us in a 
great war, and not even for an advantage 
within our own sphere of influence, but 
Russian 
So, having refused to give a 
promise of protection of English trade 
interests within a sphere which the 
Government have stated to be specifically 
our own, they now extend a promise of 
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protection, with all its consequences, to 
a sphere of interest outside our own. 
That is why I say the question is put 
with a desire for information—Are we 
pretending only to have a sphere of inte- 
rest? We ought to know that speci- 
fically. Well, Sir, I might go on and on; 
but I have expressed my views suffi- 
ciently. We, on this side of the House, 
at all events, are entirely of one opinion 
on this matter. I think it is our duty in 
relation to our constituents and the 
country’s interest to make these 
criticisms of a Government which 
has claimed so much for its foreign policy. 
In these days, at all events, we should 
steer clear of provocative demands about 
Wei-hai-Wei, and, above all, of insults in 
regard to “long spoons,” without which 
the Government might very well manage 
to maintain both the honour and the 
treaty rights of England in all parts of 
the world. 


Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire): I wish, 
Sir, at the outset, to dissociate myself 
from some of the remarks which have 


fallen from the honourable Member 
who has just spoken. I cannot fol- 
low him in many of the points 


which he has raised. They are matters 
of past history which, whether right or 
wrong, cannot be redeemed. It seems to 
me that we ought rather to deal with 
this really important question on the 
events which now lie before us in relation 
to foreign policy. I should like to 
express my entire agreement with the 
remarks of the right honourable Baronet 
who opened this Debate. I mean that it 
is generally agreed among those who are 
competent to form an opinion that there 
is no immediate danger of war in the 
Far East, and that those Powers who 
might intervene in that part of the world 
with armed force are not at present in 
a position to do so advantageously to 
themselves. The position seems to me 
to be rather a struggle for commercial 
advantages, and a struggle to maintain 
any commercial advantages they have. I 
believe we all, without the slightest dif- 
ference of opinion, approve in the 
abstract of the policy of the open door. 
There is considerable doubt how far that 
policy can now be carried into effect. 
Now we have, to a very great extent, 
lost that open door in Northern China, 
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and which we hoped at one timé, by 
agreement with Russia, to maintain, and 
which they seemed anxious to see estab- 
lished. Well, Sir, it seems to me that 
the position to which we are now driven 
is that of a commercial struggle, and 
undoubtedly the key to that struggle is 
the making of railways. There is one 
point in the making of railways by 
foreign Powers in the Yang-tsze Valley 
which has not yet been touched upon. 
Those railways will no doubt be made 
along such routes as may seem most desir- 
able, and they will not be made with any 
special regard to our exclusive interests. 
That is a serious objection, no doubt. 
But what we want, and what we must 
have, is strategic protection; and there 
are such things as strategic railways, as 
well as commercial railways. No one in 
this House will have any right to object 
to the making of such railways; but as 
regards our own position, the Govern- 
ment are prepared to support British 
capitalists in their endeavours to obtain 
concessions, but they will not guarantee 
their protection to those concessions. 
That seems to be a very serious defect 
indeed in the policy of railway construc- 
tion in China. Foreign Powers in the 
whole scope of their diplomacy refer to 
the great strength that is to be obtained 
by commercial interests where the 
Government give a guarantee to their 
subjects launched in commercial enter- 
prises in China. From the experience I 
have gained myself, I cannot conceive for 
one moment how it would be possible for 
English capitalists to compete with 
foreign capitalists guaranteed by foreign 
Powers. That is undoubtedly a growing 
grievance. We are now a nation alive 
to the fact that foreign trade is the very 
life of the Empire; and a determined 
attempt is being made by foreign Powers 
to encroach upon our trade. The atti- 
tude of the Government in relation to 
this is causing much uneasiness. China, 
one of the greatest markets of the world, 
is being competed for on all hands; 
therefore I welcome any indication of in- 
créasing firmness, which, I understand, is 
being manifested in some fashion by 
the Government. I trust, as a sup- 
porter of the Government, that they 
will maintain this attitude far more 
firmly henceforth than they have done 
in the past few months in regard to our 
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interests in the East. By so doing they 
will avert the risk of war and earn the 
gratitude of the nation at large. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South 
Molton) : Not only is there a large follow- 
ing on that side of the House who are 
against the Government’s recent foreign 
policy, but I have noticed with peculiar 
interest the hostile view taken on that 
side of the House of the Government's 
conduct ; in fact, only a week or two 
ago we had an independent Member of 
the Unionist Party writing a letter to 
the West of England in which he praised 
up Lord Salisbury’s policy to the utter- 
mcst—that was the right honourable 
Member for Bodmin; but although thu 
letter appeared in all the newspapers 
there it did not prevent the return by 
a decisive majority of an opponent of 
Lord Salisbury’s policy in the election 
at Launceston. That shows that we 
feel a keen anxiety on these matters in 
the west of England, and we desire to 
have some explanation of the policy 
which is being pursued by Her Majesty’s 
Government. What I complain of 
greatly is that the statements of Mini-— 
sters are very misleading. It is im- 
possible to gather from them what is 
the real situation. It is only recently 
that Lord Salisbury said that we had 
Russian assurance to the effect that in 
China we had a certain free port. Well, 
Sir, that was a fiction that was imme- 
diately exploded directly the China 
Fapers appeared. Then the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, on April 
6th last, said that 


“territories of the provinces adjoining the 
Yang-tsze Valley shall not be mortgaged, 
leased, or ceded to any foreign Power.” 


But when we come to the real text cf 
the matter we find it has no <ub- 
stance. Ministers have trumpeted forth 
assurances which have been given them 
by the Tsung-li-Yamen, assurances which, 
as the 7’imes said, were so illusory and 
evasive that no business man would in- 
vest a single sovereign on the strength 
of them. Twelve months ago China 


would have given precisely the same as- 
surance in regard to Port Arthur, and 
that is now in the possession of Russia. 
I complain that these statements are not 
borne out by facts. Again, on March 2nd, 
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the Under 
Affairs said— 


Secretary for Foreign 


“From the middle of the ensuing summer 
we shall be able to take British merchandise 
in British ships to every riverside town and 
station in the whole of the interior of China.” 


Again, Nanning is not open to British 
commerce, and no doubt that is owing 
to French opposition, despite the de: lara- 
tion of the Foreign Secretary. And I 
say that we should not have these state- 
ments made when they turn out to be 
worth nothing at all. In the province 
of Shan-tung, according to an answer 
given by the Under Secretary yesterday, 
the German Government claimed pre 
ferential rights for German goods. Von 
Bulow said rights must be given first to 
German industry and to German trade. 
What is the use of the Government talk- 
ing of the “equal rights” and “free com- 
petition” in Shan-tung when the first 
chance is to be given to German traders 
and German goods? This is the sort 
of fiction which is exploded immediately 
on the receipt of the dispatches. I ask 
whether we have the same rights in the 
Yang-tsze Valley as the Germans claim 
in Shan-tung. Have we got the same 
mining and railway privileges there? 
What sort of open door is it? Is it the 
scrt of open door of which we had an 
example in Madagascar, where British 
goods were penalised to the extent cf 
2s. in the £ for import duty? If 
preferential rates are imposed in the 
way I have pointed out it must 
inevitably follow that it will hamper 
British commerce and British trade. 
Now, Sir, there is the question about 
equal rates; I should have thought that 
if the Government attached so much im- 
portance to this matter in the country, 
they would have sent a telegram to Sir 
Claude MacDonald asking him whether 
these assurances, with reference to equal 
railway rates, were inserted in the con- 
cessions given to other persons, to build 
railways in China. I contend that if the 
late Government had perpetrated half 
the blunders that this Government has 
we should have had the platforms all over 
the country ringing with denunciation. 
The honourable Member for Sheffield has 
said that this House has passed a resolu- 
tion to the effect that the policy of this 
country was to maintain the integrity 
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of the Chinese Empire, but if the same 
policy as has been pursued by the present 
Government had been pursued by the 
late Ministry we should have heard 
nothing but attempts to humiliate them. 
Now, Sir, the question which was asked 
yesterday about the railway to Niu- 
chwang is a question that has been on 
the stocks for more than two months. 
What we want to know is whether British 
capital shall be allowed to build and ex- 
ploit railways in China. We cannot get 
an answer. The Under Secretary of 
State said yesterday that he would not 
be able to give an answer until after Par- 
hament was prorogued. I think we ought 
to have some more definite assurance than 
this. Parliament will be prorogued for 
six months. The whole of the affairs in 
China will be in the hands of Her 
Majesty's Government in the meantime, 
and of course Her Majesty’s Government 
will therefore be free from questions. 
But I say that were it not for the ques- 
tions that have been asked in this House 
I think a greater sacrifice of British inte- 
rests would have been made than those 
which have already been made. Russia 
will build her railways for Manchuria. 
She has 20,000 troops there already, and 
now she has given over concessions to 
China. Russia will, therefore, have a 
predominant interest, and she will be 
able to exclude British goods. We know 
that that is the case in Germany, and in 
the south of China. precisely the same 
thing is going on. Her Majesty’s 
Government have made a very great show 
with reference to the possessions they have 
acquired, but what we want to know is 
whether Her Majesty’s Government are 
going to be firm, and whether they intend 
to uphold those rights which Lord Salis- 
bury has told the country they wi]] up- 
hold. Sir, the honourable Member ror 
Berwick has stated that it was necessary 
that this country should come to an 
understanding with Russia as regards 
Chinese matters—that both countries will 
have to meet in China, and that it is 
better to meet as good friends than as 
enemies. Sir, I do not think that that 
good understanding will be brought about 
between Russia and this country by such 
speeches as that made by the Colonial 
Secretary at Birmingham two months 
ago, when he hurled an insult at Russia. 
Then, again, we have had a direct menace 
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thrown at Russia by the statement of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty the other 
day, who said that, in consequence of 
the action of Russia, we were going to 
build more warships. I do not object to 
having our Navy strong, but we do not 
want to maintain a Navy in order that 
the right honourable Gentleman may 
hurl insults at foreign Powers. I recol- 
lect—it was not so long ago—that the 
same right honourable Gentleman, 
the Member for Birmingham, in a 
speech, jeered at Russia, and _ told 
her that she was hardly fit to be 
in company with respectable people. 
The same right honourable Gentleman 
stated the other day that what he wanted 
was better relations with Germany and 
with Russia. How are we going to get 
better relations if right honourable Gen- 
tlemen make use of such statements? I 
do not wish to say a word that would 
lead to war—at any rate, I hope I will 
not give my support, humble though it 
be, to a policy that might lead to war. 
If the Government go on and allow them- 
selves to be squeezed and squeezed again 
in China, I think they will be taking a 
course that will lead to war, because the 
people of this country will not allow their 
“plain rights” to be overridden. I do 
trust that Her Majesty’s Government will 
vindicate the rights of this country with 
more firmness in the future than they 
have done in the past, because in the past 
they have only succeeded in irritating 
everyone and gaining nothing for them- 
selves. 


After the usual adjournment, 


CommanpeER BETHELL (York, E.R., 
Holderness) : Sir, I remark that the right 
honourable Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean declared that he never 
knew a policy so severely criticised both 
in the House of Commons and in the 
country as the present policy of Her 
Majesty’s Government with respect to 
China [do not think that is quite true, 
because I think that if all the Members 
in the House »f Commons chose to speak, 
I doubt that you would find that severe 
criticism of the policy of Her Majesty’s 
Govert ment which a small body cf 
Members on this side have indulged in. 
To my mind, so far as the country is 
concerned, the Pres has undoubtedly 
criticised the action of the Government, 
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but in the present Eastern Question, as 
in the South African policy of a year or 
two ago, the Press is trying much more 
to make public opinion than to reflect it, 
but so far as my own observation goes 
the policy at present pursued by Her 
Majesty’s Government is not strongly 
criticised by individuals in the country. 
Now, I desire to say that I have been 
throughout, and am now, a strong sup- 
porter of the policy pursued by the 
Government from the early part of 
January, when the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer made his now celebrated speech, 
down to the present time. One of the 
main features, perhaps the most salient 
feature, of the policy of the Government 
which has been attacked by their critics 
is the fact that they did not agree with 
Russia before the occupation of Port 
Arthur and Talienwan as to what spheres 
should be respectively occupied by the 
different countries. To my mind, such 
a policy would have been bad and 
wrong. It would mean that this 
country was to say to Russia— 


“You, who are the opponent of China, and 
we, who are the friends of China, shall go 
behind the back of China, and say what parts 
of that country we shall respectively take.” 


That seems to me to be something closely 
approaching to an immoral proposal, and 
not very far removed from those partition 
treaties which stink in the pages of 
history. Such a policy is by no means 
so sound a one as that pursued ulti- 
mately by the Government. It seems to 
me that if the Government were to take 
that advice and go in for a policy of 
spheres of interest, they would be aban. 
doning a position in which they stand 
upon firm and solid ground for one cf 
quicksands, which may easily land them 
in difficulties. They have a policy now 
which attracts to it the sympathies of 
the great commercial nations of the 
world. That policy is one of equal 
opportunities for all throughout China 
so far as this country is concerned. It 
would be inconsistent with that policy, 
it would be impossible to harmonise with 
that policy, a policy of spheres of 
interest from which we, like others, are to 
exclude the other nations in commercial 
rivalry. The moment you abandon the 
policy now being pursued, do you not see 
you will do away with the sympathy 
which is sure to be attracted by coun- 
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tries like America, Germany, and other 
commercial countries? I want to know 
in what degree has the policy of the 
Government been unsuccessful! Where 
is the open door closed? Critics of the 
Government might say where they 
thought it was going to be closed, 
but I ask them where is it closed 
at present? Is it closed anywhere! 
I will make but one criticism on the whole 
policy, and that is that I think it would 
have been wise if a somewhat stronger 
line had been taken up in regard to the 
action of Germany in Shan-tung. Apart 
from that, I can see nowhere, look where 
I will, where it can be fairly said that 
the policy initiated in January has been 
in any way even prejudiced. It is folly 
to say that in order to avoid concessions 
to make railways being given to Russia 
or to France we must almost come to 
loggerheads with these countries or with 
China. The time when we had firm 
ground for resisting, by the whole 
strength of the Empire, aggressions of 
that sort was when the Treaty of Tien- 
tsin was violated. I altogether deny that 
we have the right, or that we ought to 
engage in warlike operations with China 
in order to force her to give us conces- 
sions which, for some _ reason or 
other, she prefers to give to someone else. 
I do not think the question is capable of 
argument, because we do not know the 
conditions that will arise in China as 
soon as the pressure of the great popu- 
lation of that country disturbs the present 
balance. I do not believe that the 
power of Russia is such as to enable her 
in five or six vears’ time to do anything 
which should give rise to those extra- 
ordinary feelings of nervousness existing 
in the minds of honourable Members and 
in the columns of the daily Press. I 
repeat that the occupation of Wei-hai- 
Wei is a complete answer to the occupa- 
tion of Port Arthur, and anyone who 
looks at the map and studies the 
geographical position of that port will 
see that it can be fortified with very little 
trouble or expense. It is a mistake to 
suppose that Wei-hai-Wei can only be 
made useful by the expenditure of vast 
sums of money. It is larger than Port 
Arthur, and can be easily defended. It 
is ridiculous to say that the occupation of 
Port Arthur gives a command over Pekin 
and the Gulf of Pechili, which is not 
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counterbalanced by the occupation of 
Wei-hai-Wei. We have no place in the 
North Pacific which will answer to the 
position of a secondary coaling station, 
and in this sense Wei-hai-Wei will be a 
very valuable acquisition. But is or is 
it not true that the occupation of Port 
Arthur is a danger toour interests inthe 
North Pacific, apart from the question of 
dominion in China? My opinion is that 
when once we lose the exclusive posses- 
sion of ports in the Far East, as we have 
done in the course of the last 30 or 40 
vears, especially in the last 10 years, then 
the intrusion of another Power, so far 
from being a disadvantage and danger, 
is more likely to prove a positive advan- 
taga to us. and a benefit in time of war. 
I put this forward as my view, and I 
assert it has been confirmed by the 
experience of the past. I hope, there 
fore, that the Government will not be 
driven from the firm ground on which 
they are now standing by any of the 
nervousness or fear which has been 
expressed this afternoon. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry): I 
venture to say that the speech of the 
honourable Gentleman who has just sat 
down is worthy the attention of the 
House, and may form a useful corrective 
to the warlike speeches which have pro- 
ceeded from other honourable Members 
on both sides of the House. Probably 
the more pacific attitude of the honour- 
able and gallant Member is due to the 
fact that he has had more experience 
of the actual operations of war than 
the other honourable Members have. 
We have been told in the course of this 
Debate. that we should occupy the 
Yang-tsze Valley, which is the best part 
of China, and is therefore looked upon as 
the natural and legitimate heritage of 
the English. The honourable Member 
who advocated that policy said that Eng- 
land is a great military power in Asia, 
but many among the millions of the 
people of India are no more capable even 
of military training and no more fit to be 
made soldiers than the women of other 
countries. It is only owing to that fact that 
England has maintained her rule in India 
so long. It is impossible to look to India 
as a source of strength in an aggressive 
policy in China. Where, then, are you 
to get the men to carry out these aggres- 
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sive exploits! Not from the commercial 
classes of this country, who are now 
clamouring for a Jingo policy, because 
the one thing the commercial classes of 
this country avoid is military service. 
They do not supply many officers to the 
Army, they never enlist, and they look 
upon it asa disgrace if anybody connected 
with them does enlist. 


SEVERAL HONOURABLE Mempers: No, 
no! 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: How many of the 
middle classes are private soldiers in the 
British Army? An infinitesimal section. 
If you want to advocate an aggressive 
British. policy you ought to begin by 
making the same sacrifice that is made 
by all classes on the Continent, and adopt 
compulsory military service. 

AN HONOURABLE MemBER: Clive won 
India. 


Mr. VESEY KNOX: At the begin- 
ning of this century you had in Ireland 
and in the north of Scotland a popula- 
tion with military instincts, but you 
cleared them out, and they have gone to 
America; but I trust statesmen may 
find a better use for them, and having 
cleared out this spontaneous military ele- 
ment, how are you going to advocate an 
expansion of your already great Empire 
without making that sacrifice which is 
made by Continental countries? As 
against military powers, England has, for 
au aggressive policy, practically speaking, 
no army, and a policy which can only be 
carried out successfully under a system 
of compulsory military service is not 
likely to be popular when that fact is 
realised. Commercial people will not view 
with favour an aggressive policy when it 
cemes to sending their sons to stew in 
malarial countries. | What has occurred 
to warrant these proposed aggressive ex- 
ploits in the Yang-tsze Valley? It is 
assumed that the contract for the Pekin- 
Hankau Railway will be given to Russia. 
I have seen the original contract, and the 
railway is to be promoted by the Chinese 
Government. The contract was made 


between the Chinese Railway Department 
on the one hand, and the concessionaires 
on the other, and the railway will be built 
by contractors, and managed by the 
Chinese Railway Department. I am told 
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that the only material difference that has 
been made in the original contract with 
the syndicate is that prices are to be fixed 
by agreement between the Chinese Rail- 
way Department and the diplomatic 
representative of France. That seems 
rather a new duty for diplomacy, but I 
have no doubt it means that arrange- 
ments will be made to import materials 
from European countries where there 
is compulsory military service. If the 
French Government exert their influ- 
ence, and use their military strength 
and military alliances, to see that the 
products of their industries shall be 
favoured, England cannot complain, be- 
cause we have not the military strength 
to put against France, although we could 
if we paid for it, and made the same sacri- 
fices. There is nothing strange in 
Russia’s refusal to allow British vessels 
to join her in her coasting trade, for it is 
in accordance with the policy of most 
countries in the world, including the 
United States, which exclude British 
vessels from their coasting trade. On 
the whole, when you consider that Eng- 
land has no Army to speak of, and that 
it is a physical impossibility for us to 
take the Yang-tsze Valley, or any other 
indefensible part of the world, the 
Government, on the whole, has done 
fairly well. If it is said that the Govern- 
ment ought to be displaced by another 
Government, I ask, what is to be the 
policy of that other Government? If the 
policy is to be the occupation 
of the Yang-tsze Valley, I hope 
that the flower of the English nation 
are not going to be compulsorily sent 
there. We have been told that the 
Government have done nothing, and that 
Russia has done a great deal; but I do 
not know that Russia has made more 
advances than we can expect. As for the 
forecast of the future that has fallen 
from the honourable Member for Derby, I 
differ from it, and [I say that, in all 
probability, Russia will take the greater 
part of China, and you cannot stop her. 


Sir T. SUTHERLAND (Greenock): As 
one of the few Members of this House 
who have lived in China, and been con- 
nected as a business man with that inte- 
resting countrv for the greater part 
of my life, I claim to _ represent 
the views of those who have commer- 
212 
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cial interests in that part of the world. 
I consider that the situation in which 
we find ourselves placed is one of singu- 
lar gravity. There can be no doubt 
about it. Many of the discussions which 
have taken place have put obstacles in 
the way of the Government, but, at 
any rate, I think these discussions will 
be the means of showing to foreign 
Powers that the Government are weil 
supported by public opinion in this 
country in every effort which they may 
make to prevent the pre-eminence of this 
country in connection with commercial 
enterprise in China from being defeated 
er endangered. Well, Sir, speaking as 
a business man, I am not disposed to 
take anything approaching a pessimistic 
view of the situation in which we tind 
ourselves. I think it is only fair to 
the Government that we whe are en- 
gaged in commerce in China should «ive 
them credit for what they have already 
done in spite of obstacles of no ordinary 
character. Whatever we have lately 
gained—and the gain has been consider- 
able—has been gained in the teeth, as 
I have said, of obstacles of no ordinary 
character. For mvself I attach very 
great importance, for example, to such 
operations as those which have opened 
up the great West River to the naviga- 
tion and commerce of this country. | 
consider it a matter of the greatest pos- 
sible importance that we have been 
able to secure the navigation of the 
inland waters of China, for this will, 
I am sure, be fraught with the greatest 
possible advantage hereafter. I also 
look upon it as an enormous boon that 
we have been able to extend the colony 
of Hong-kong to so great an extent, 
and I am quite sure that in the course 
o: a few years there will be established 
there one of the greatest manufacturing 
centres in the world. These are matters 
for which it appears to me the Govyern- 
ment and Her Majesty’s Minister at 
Pekin are entitled to the greatest pos- 
sible credit. There are other directions 
in which I think something has been 
done to uphold our influence in the Far 
East. I refer, for example, to the in- 
fluence which we have undoubtedly exer- 
cised in the settlement of the affairs of 
Korea—a country which will be of greater 
importance in the future, commercially, 
than we imagine at the present moment 
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—-and in securing that the Inspector 
General of Customs and the Minister 
of Foreign Commerce in China will 
always be a British subject. These are 
matters of great moment, which are 
highly appreciated, as they deserve to 
be, by those who are engaged in business 
in that country. If I pass from the 
commercial to the political side of tlis 
question I make bold to say that lL 
consider the Government did the very 
best thing they could do in taking pos- 
session of Wei-hai-Wei. After thie 
Russians had taken Port Arthur it would 
have been impossible, in my opinion, for 
the British Minister to hold up his hea 
in Pekin if we had not taken some 
counterbalancing step. I regret to say 
I think that with a little more deter- 
mination and energy on the part cf the 
Government we might have prevented 
the Russians from taking Port Arthur ; 
but whether I am right or not as ‘to 
that I do feel, as I have said, that it 
would have been impossible for the 
British Minister to maintain his position 
at Pekin but for the step that has been 
taken in the acquisition of  Wel- 
hai-Wei. There is no doubt -vhat- 
ever—and I agree with much that has 
been said upon the subject—as to the 
great progress which Russian diplomacy 
has made in China of late years, and I 
attribute that to the fact that we have 
been very much behind the age and 
have not been able to discern the sigus 
of the times sufficiently early. The 
fact is that this country has not been 
adequately represented at Pekin since 
the lamented death of Sir Harry Parkes. 
We had in him a Minister who knew 
every move in the game, but since his 
death we have, in my opinion, and 
in the opinion of everyone who has lived 
in China and has business in China, 
been practically unrepresented. I do 
not, of course, speak of the present 
Minister, who appears to have acted ad- 
miradly, but he went to China com- 
pletely ignorant of the whole scope and 
range of affairs in that country, and 
naturally looked to the Foreign Office 
for inspiration as to his course of action, 
and the only idea the Foreign Offce 
seemed to have was that, as we were 
prepared to stand aside, every other 
country would be likely to fstlow cur 
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dwell upon the shortcomings of cur 
Foreign Office in connection with the 
point to which I am now alluding, but 
I will only refer to one of them, which 
will show anyone who has a knowledge 
of this matter how inadequate the ac- 
quaintance of the Foreign Office is with 
the necessities of the case as they were 
presented in China. I refer to the ex- 
traordinary dual appointment which was 
made when the Consul-Generalship in 
Shanghai was combined with the posi- 
tion of Judge of the Supreme Court. I 
do not know by what Government this 
extraordinary appointment was con- 
trived or made, but I do know that it 
was only after great pressure on the part 
of those in China that it was put an 
end to. This appointment was a clear 
indication that the Foreign Offize 
absolutely failed at that time to realise 
the necessity which pressed upon us cf 
seeing that the great commercial  in- 
terests of this country were not neglected 
in China. I believe the possession cf 
Wei-hai-Wei will enable this country to 
ward off the disintegration of the Em- 
pire of China. The situation is un- 
dcubtedly a grave one. It is impos- 
sible for a private Member of this House 
to do more than indicate the lines on 
which the Government should proceed 
in protecting the interests of this coun- 
try. I do hold, however, that there are 
two distinct lines of policy which ought 
to be diligently pursued—the one aim- 
ing at the integrity of the Yang-tsze 
Valley and the other aiming at the in- 
tegrity of the hinterland of Hong-kong 
and the great province of Kwange-tung. 
Looking at the matter in the most 
moderate light I think there can be no 
doubt that the so-called Belgian railway 
concession is something like a slap in the 
face for Great Britain. I do not believe 
for a single moment that any Belgian 
syndicate is going to raise five or 10 
millions to construct a railway from 
Pekin to Hankau, and IT have the best 
reason to know, or, at all events, to 
believe, that the scheme is a purely 
Russian and French scheme. I doubt 
very much if it were allowed to go on 
without any intervention or guarantee on 
our part whether foreign capital would 
be likely to be spent in China to the 
extent which would be the case if there 
was a guarantee from this country. I 
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feel perfectly certain that the same 
amount of money would not be circu- 
lated. We have only to repeat the policy 
of 40 years ago and blockade her rivers 
and ports, and China will do whatever 
we desire. But if we were to pursue a 
policy of that kind we should be cutting 
off our nose to spite our face, for the 
sacrifice of our trade and our interests 
would be far greater than that which 
would have to be made by any other 
country. What I think the Government 
have to do in this matter and in all these 
matters connected with China is not so 
much to put pressure on poor, unfortu- 
nate China as to speak plainly and 
courageously to foreign Powers. It is 
not only our interest, but the inte 
rest of Europe in general, that China 
should be protected from disintegration. 
If a conflict should arise over the break- 
up of China a war will be entered upon 
which in all probability this generation 
will not see the end of. The struggle 
would be gigantic; but if we take a 
decided line and use that decided 
language in regard to the integrity of 
China which we ought to use, the situa. 
tion can be, and will be, saved. Sir, I 
hope the Government will feel, as I 
believe they ought to feel, that in this 
matter they have this House and the 
country at their back in a policy of not 
only preserving our interests, but the in- 
tegrity of China. I believe that, if the 
Government have the courage to act, the 
political danger which now menaces 
China will be averted. While I take 
that view with regard to the political 
position in China, I by no means take a 
pessimistic view with regard to the com. 
mercial position, whatever might happen, 
for I believe the same enterprise which 
has given predominance to our trade in 
every treaty port in China will be main- 
tained and carried out, whatever the 
future of China may be. 


Sr W. HARCOURT (Monmouthshire, 
W.): I think no one will deny that the 
day has been well spent in a most inte- 
resting and instructive Debate on a ques 
tion in which both sides of the House 
and the whole of the country are equally 
interested. I entirely agree with the 
honourabla Member who has just sat 
down, who has addressed the House with 
so much knowledge of the subject, and 
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has cast so much light upon it, that there 
is every desire in both parties of the 
State to give the Government support 
in dealing with this great question. Sir, 
I think that upon this side of the House 
we have a right toclaim that we have not 
throughout the whole of the last nine 
months embarrassed the action of Her 
Majesty’s Government. We have always 
been ready and willing to assist them in 
any policy which appeared to be directed 
to the objects which we all have at heart. 
But, Sir, the real difficulty we have is to 
know what is the policy of the Govern 
ment that we are called on to support. I 
cannot say that in the answers to ques- 
tions addressed to them they have in any 
way diminished our difficulty. We are 
to-day as far off knowing what is 
their real policy, and the measures by 
which they have sought to give effect to 
it. The speech of the honourable and 
gallant Gentleman the Member for the 
Holderness Division of York has been 
almost the only speech to-day upon which 
Her Majesty’s Government can congratu- 
late themselves, and the First Lord of 
the Treasury might almost make a com- 
plaint, as did the head of the Local 
Government Board the other day, as to 
the want of support from his own side of 
the House. I hope, however, that if they 
have a policy they will not think them. 
selves on that account bound to abandon 
it. The honourable and gallant Member 
for Holderness very properly put in con- 
trast the policy of the open door with 
that of the sphere of influence. These 
are two very different policies, and the 
great danger at this moment, as my 
horiourable Friend the Member for 
Northumberland pointed out, is that the 
country may fall between the two stools. 
This is the thing that is disturbing the 
nublic mind at this moment. Have you 
succeeded inthe policy of the open door, 
which both parties are willing to support, 
or are you falling back on the policy of 
the spheres of influence? Now, that has 
not been made clear at all. I per- 
fectly agree that the policy of the 
open door, which involves no special 
oceupation of China, and _ which 
claims the whole of China as 
the sphere of British commerce, is to 
be preferred. What we do want is that 


which is guaranteed to us by the Treatv 
of Tien-tsin—equal facilities and equal 
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rights to all the nations of the world. 
That is what we understand by the policy 
of the open door. The members of the 
Treasury Bench say that we have the 
open door; but that is what nobody 
except the occupants of the Treasury 
Bench is satisfied with. That is the dis- 
quiet which exists in the country as to 
whether we have the open door. The 
honourable and gallant Member for 
Holderness said, “How can you 
prove you have not got the open door!” 
Allow me to observe that when we talk 
of the open door we do not mean the 
planks composing the door, but the room 
into which the door leads. If the room 
is occupied you will have accomplished 
nothing in having the door open. There- 
fore the question arises, what is there 
behind the door? Are we satisfied as re- 
gards the room inside, upon which these 
doors are open? Now, Sir, what I ven- 
ture to complain of strongly is this, that 
the Government have not dealt fairly and 
frankly with the House and the country 
in telling them what is the real situation 
and what are the real circumstances. That 
became extremely apparent by the ques 
tions and answers asked and given yester- 
day, and it is upon that point that I 
desire to fix the attention of the House. 
There have been revealed to us in August 
things that we ought to have known fong 
ago. We have had Papers presented 
with reference to China which would have 
had great importance and influence in 
this country, and still greater importance 
and influence in foreign countries, of 
which till yesterday we were never told 
at all. We are told that instruc 
tions were given on the 25th July to 
Sir Claude MacDonald promising that 
support should be given to commercial 
interests. I ask, why is it that instruc- 
tions of this enormous consequence to 
the protection of the commercial interests 
of this country in the interior of China 
were not given before July 25th? Then 
the Under Secretary informs us, to my 
infinite surprise, that the instructions to 
resist preferential treatment for foreign 
subjects or trade were sent to Sir Claude 
MacDonald in March last. Why are 
these instructions not in the Papers de 
livered to us. The most material facts in 
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this matter were those instructions, and 
yet the House of Commons is kept in 
ignorance of any such instructions being 
given so far back as last March, and, 
moreover, they have never been pub- 
lished to the world until now. How im- 
portant would it not have been to the 
nations of Europe to know that England 
wished for no preferential rights to be 
established. What a way of editing the 
Foreign Office Papers! Everything that 
ought to have been in these Papers is 
absent, and a good deal that ought not 
to be there gets in. If ever there was a 
Paper which should have been delivered 
to the House of Commons when the 
Chinese Papers were laid on the Table, it 
was the instruction of March last, of 
which the instruction of July is the repe- 
tition and continuation, that there were 
to be no preferential rights. Have thev 
prevented any preferential rights being 
established? And now comes a repe 
tition of the charge I make against 
the Foreign Office of having kept 
back from the House and the country 
Papers of most consummate importance. 
There is the question of the railway from 
Tien-tsin to Chin-kiang. What is the 
information that was given to us yester- 
day for the first time by the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs? He tells 
us that Sir Claude MacDonald tele- 
graphed—when?—not in July, but on 
18th of February—Sir Claude Mac- 
Donald telegraphed 





“that the German Minister had opposed a 
scheme for a trunk railway from Tien-tsin to 
Chin-kiang on the ground that no railway 
could be constructed in the province of Shan- 
tung without an arrangement with Germany.” 


Now, a more serious allegation than 
that could not be made. Here you 
have on February 18th, the very 
commencement of the Session, the very 
commencement of these things which 
resulted ultimately in our taking Wei- 
hai-Wei, a discussion as to what was the 
position in regard to the commerce of 
Kiaou-chau; and you have the British 
Ambassador reporting that the German 
Minister has opposed the scheme for a 
trunk railway on the ground that no rail- 
way could be constructed in the province 
of Shan-tung without an arrangement 
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with Germany. And then the Under 
Secretary proceeds to read— 


“A protest was at once made at Pekin on 
behalf of Her Majesty’s Government, and also 
to the German Government, through Her 
Majesty’s Ambassador at Berlin.” 


Then the Under Secretary goes on to 
read the Memorandum, the official Memo- 


randum by the Foreign Minister at / 


Berlin, of which till yesterday we had 


never heard anything at all. What an “ ; 


extraordinary manner of treating the 
House of Commons! This is one of the 
most important issues. How will it bear 
upon your open door? Here is the issue 
raised as to whether or not Germany in 
the province of Shan-tung shall or shall 
not have the right to put a veto upon a 
particular railway and to stop the con- 
cession. A Memorandum—a Memoran 
dum of immense consequence in the 
whole of this controversy—is kept back 
from the House, which is supposed to be 
informed as to the attitude of Germany 
in regard to Shan-tung, and as to the 
whole attitude of the German Govern- 
ment in reference to China. Then in 
this document, though they repudiate 
the right to exchange privileges in Shan- 
tung, they assert an extraordinary claim, 
which, as far as we know, the Government 
has not protested against, which, so extra- 
ordinary is the reserve, and the keeping 
back of information of this character, 
as far as we can learn, the Govern- 
ment has accepted, for we find no repudia 
tion of it. In the Memorandum it is 
stat ed— 


“The demand put forward by the Imperial 
German Government at Pekin was merely to 
the effect that should the Chinese Government 
desire to obtain foreign assistance for the 
construction of railways within the limits of 
the province of Shan-tung, they should, in 
the first instance, offer the work and supplies 
connected therewith to German industry and 
German trade.” 


Is that the open door? Ther what be 
came of that concession? All we get 
from the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs, when he is pressed upon the sub- 
ject by the honourable Member for 
Chester, who asked him whether the con- 
cession was successfully carried through, 
was that he was not aware the concession 
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had been carried through ; and he ended 
by saying— 


‘ Oh, no, Sir; that concession has not been 
given.” 
Well, then, it comes to this, that 
this concession fell through after 
the protest which was made _ by 
the English Government on  Feb- 
ruary 18th against the course taken 
by the German Government, who imposed 
as a condition upon that concession that 
the whole thing should be carried out by 
Germany, and by Germany alone. Is 
that the open door! Why, Sir, it is per- 
fectly plain from all these transactions, 
which until to-day have been kept in the 
dark—the declaration by Sir Claude 
MacDonald that this course had been 
pursued by the German Government, ‘he 
protest of the English Government, and 
the final declaration of the German 
Government—that the German Govern- 
ment claim the right that if any railway 
is made in the Shan-tung peninsula it 
must be made subject to the condition 
that nothing but German works and sup- 
plies connected with German industries 
and German trade are to be employed. 
Does it mean that no concession can be 
made to Great Britain, to France, or to 
Russia, or any other country, of a rail- 
way, except upon the condition that all 
the materials must be purchased in Ger- 
many? That is what we have a right to 
ask, because ever since February—now 
six months—they have had that state- 
ment from Germany before them; and 
even now we do not know what 
answer they have made to _ that 
claim on the part of Germany. 
We have nothing before us. The whole 
of this transaction has been kept back 
from the House. Well, now, Sir, I can- 
not accept the statement of the honour- 
able and gallant Member for Holderness 
that the door is open. If what I have 
referred to is the case in the Shan-tung 
peninsula, what is the use of talking of 
an open door? Sir, we have been press- 
ing the Government all through the 
Session. We say, we are supporting you 
in the policy of the open door, but tell 
us what you have done to secure that 
open door. We asked them as regards 
the Government of China. They gave a 
conversation upon that subject. I have 


asked more than once: Have you in any 
Sir W. Harcourt. 
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diplomatic document reduced to a cer- 
tainty, in the ordinary way, the pledges 
respecting Kiaou-chau, that this policy 
of the open door is carried out! Sir, I 
find nothing of the kind has ever been 
done. I have never got an answer :o 
that. All that we have got is the state 
ment of Herr von Biilow in the Reichstag 
on February 8th, namely: 





“To the first question addressed to me by 
Dr. Barth. I would reply that, in my opinion, 
too, the best way to serve our commercial 
interests would be to put Kiaou-chau on the 
footing of a free port. I should not like to 
pledge myself beforehand especially to foreign 
nations.” 


There is no engagement. If it suits then, 
the Minister says, to have an open door, 
they will have an open door, but there is 
no engagement made to any foreign 
nation whatever. Herr von Biilow also 
said— 


“Tt is better to hold ourselves free to do 
what we like, as I believe the English have 
done, and are doing, at Hong-kong.” 


And that is the only security we have 
got in the Kiaou-chau peninsula. What 
security have you in the interior for any- 
thing like what is guaranteed by the 
Treaty of Tien-tsin—equal facilities and 
equal rights with any other nation? 
None whatever. On the contrary, in the 
document, which we had for the first 
time yesterday, you have an absolute 
denial of any such equality of treatment 
given. Then, Sir, it comes to more than 
that, because the English Government, 
why or wherefore I have never been able 
to understand, at the time that they 
occupied Wei-hai-Wei, made a voluntary 
declaration to the German Government 
apologising for occupying a part of the 
province of Shan-tung. Why was it 
necessary to make any explanation? 
Nobody would suppose that the Germans 
had claimed the exclusive. or even pre- 
ferential occupation of Shan-tung. They 
had got Kiaou-chau, but they had not, as 
far as we have heard, claimed that they 
were the proprietors of the whole of 
Shan-tung. They seemed to have put 
their rights in Shan-tung as clear and 
distinct as Kiaou-chau, of which they 
have got a lease, and yet on March 26th, 
immediately after this protest of 
February 18th, on the subject of the 
equality of treatment, the Government 
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addressed this extraordinary dispatch to 
Sir F. Lascelles— 


“Her Majesty’s Government have demanded 
a reversionary lease of Wei-hai-Wei, and it is 
possible the German Government will address 
you with regard to our occupying territory 
which forms part of the province of Shan- 
tung.” 


Why should the German Government 
address Her Majesty’s Government unless 
they have got rights in Shan-tung with 
which you were interfering? Why, if 
the German Government are occupying 
Shan-tung, were you not entitled to 
occupy Wei-hai-Wei without giving an 
account to the German Government? 
Yet the Government assume that they 
have to make these explanations. And 
the explanation is this— 


“Should this be the case you are authorised 
to explain that Wei-hai-Wei is not at present, 
and cannot, we believe, be made a commer- 
cial port, by which access can be obtained to 
any part of the province.” 


That is to say, if it could have been made 
a commercial port giving access to Shan- 
tung, then the German Government 
would have been entitled to object. That 
is the view apparently which Her 
Majesty’s Government at that time took 
of the German rights in Shan-tung—that 
you had to explain to them that you were 
not occupying the place as a commercial 
port by which access could be obtained 
to the province. Then the dispatch goes 
on 


“We do not wish to interfere with the 
interests of Germany in that region.” 


What does that mean? Does that mean 
the open door? Does that mean equality 
of rights all over China? Why is it 
necessary, in order to justify your pos- 
session of Wei-hai-Wei, to assure the 
German Government that you do not 
intend to interfere with ther interests in 
the province of Shan-tung? Who can 
complain after this if the German 
Government do set up these rights in the 
province of Shan-tung, which are pre- 
ferential rights? You may use whatever 
phrase you like, but the distinction 
between preferential rights and exclusive 
rights is very much like the distinction 
between spheres of influence and spheres 
of interest. It is quite plain that pre- 
ferential rights do exclude people and 
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place them under disadvantages which 
make it impossible for them to exercise 
their rights. Nothing could be more 
clear and distinct than that. In the very 
case referred to here, against which the 
protest was entered on the 13th March, 
you did put an end to that concession. 
It is upon the spontaneous, as it were, 
offer of the English Government 
that the Germans are placed in 
undisputed possession of preferential 
rights in the province of Shan-tung. 
The answer to that is, is not that setting 
up the doctrine of the sphere of influence 
against the doctrine of the open door? 
It is exactly that which constitutes the 
difficulty and danger of the present posi- 
tion—that you are neither standing on 
one policy, nor on the other. Why, Sir, 
the demand—it seemed to me at the 
time, and I said so, I remember, upon 
the Address—the claim in respect of the 
Yang-tsze Valley is not an open door 
claim ; it is a sphere of influeace claint® 
You know, if you are claiming the open 
door all over China, it is idle to specify one 
particular place. According to the old 
doctrine of law, the specification of one 
is the exclusion of others, and, therefore, 
when you come to talk about occupying 
the Yang-tsze Valley, \t is maintaining 
the doctrine of the sphere of influence, 
that is to say, the partition of China— 
because that is what its real meaning is— 
as against the doctrine of the open door. 
And really what we want to know is this: 
upon which horse are you declaring to 
win? Are you going to win upon the 
sphere of influence, or upon that of the 
open door? Because it seems to me, to use 
the excellent phrase of my honourable 
Friend the Member for Northumberland,’ 
the sphere of influence you have not got, 
and the open door has become nothing 
but a phrase. And that is the situation” 
as far as we can glean at present. Now, 
Sir, this case of Shan-tung is really a 
test case in regard to the position in 
which we stand. Are we to be told that 
the Government has accepted the pre 
ferential claim on the part of Germany in 
the Shan-tung peninsula? On 23rd April, 
in 1898, I find in the Berlin Zmperial 
Gazette—I have read what has been the 
declaration of the English Government 
themselves, but this is the Berlin version 
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of that communication, which was made 
when we took Wei-hai-Wei—it is said— 


“The English Government, in view of the 
approaching occupation of Wei-hai-Wei, has 
spontaneously intimated to the German 
Government that it has no intention of injur- 
ing or calling in question German rights or 
influence in the province of Shan-tung, or of 
creating any difficulties for the German 
Government in that province; and that, in 
particular, it has no intention of laying down 
railway communications with the interior from 
the territory which appertains to that port.” 


When we ask about this, we are told it is 
a physical impossibility ; but that is not 
the spirit of those communications. It 
was not because ‘there were physical diffi- 
culties which the English engineers have 
always been able to overcome. It was 
acknowledged when we settled at Wei- 
hai-Wei that we were not going to inter- 
fere with the predominant influence and 
preferential rights of the Germans in that 
province. That, I think, is perfectly 
clear from the face of that letter. Now, 
_ Sir, I have dealt with that part of the 

question which deals with this railway. 
“Now, there is another railway in regard 
to which we have had no information, and 
that is a railway from Pekin to Niu- 
chwang in the neighbourhood of Port 


Arthur. We are told that that is under 
discussion. How long has it been under 
discussion? The honourable Member 


who spoke last said it was more important 
to consider its relations to Manchuria 
than it would be to consider its relations 
to Pekin. I can quite understand that, 
because what we want is to get our trade 
through these ports into Manchuria, and 
from Manchuria to the ports. The ques- 
tion is: how are you going to stand 
with reference to the communication be- 
tween Russia and Manchuria? Every- 
body knows—there is no speculation 
there—that there are preferential rates 
upon the Manchurian Railway in favour 
of Russia. Therefore I say, what is the 
use of telling us that at Talienwan, or 
Port Arthur, or anywhere else, it is not 
necessary to have customs duties, when, if 
you went in free, you cannot get beyond 
the port?) You may have a perfectly free 
or open port, and yet if you have a rail- 
way with preferential and differential 
rates you might just as well have customs 
duties, because it would come to precisely 
the same thing. Therefore the whole of 


Sir W. Harcourt. 
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this question of internal communication 
is the whole question of the open door. 
As I say, the open door is only a road 
to the trade which lies in the interior. 
Therefore this question is, without doubt, 
of the greatest importance, and it is one 
upon which we are left absolutely in the 
dark upon the explanations which have 
been given by the Government to Parlia- 
ment. Well, now, Sir, I come to the 
Pekin-Hankau Railway. That is a 
matter of immense consequence. It is a 
railway which goes into the very heart 
of the Yang-tsze Valley. How is that 
railway going to be regarded? How are 
you going to regard that? Does the 
honourable and gallant Member for Hol- 
derness regard that from the point of 
view of the open door, or does he regard 
it from the point of view of the sphere 
of influence? 


CommanndeR BETHELL: I said all 
those matters are covered by the Treaty 
of Tien-tsin, and that we have a perfectly 
good right to insist upon them at any 
time we choose. 


Sir W. HARCOURT: Yes, we have a 
perfect right to insist, but the question 
is what you have done. You began with 
your protest, which I referred to, of 
18th February. We are at a distance of 
six months from that time, and we have 
a right to ask how far those rights have 
been asserted, and how far they have 
been consistently secured. Of course, if 
you regard the matter from the point of 
view of the sphere of influence, I 
suppose you might say that in the 
Yang-tsze Valley nobody shall make 
a railway except they use British 
materials and British goods; but 
if you take it from the point of 
view of the open docr, what measures 
have you taken to secure, whatever rail- 
ways are made, and by whatever nation, 
that there shall be equal rights to the 
English people? That is the whole 
question, and we have a right to ask 
Her Majesty’s Government how we stand 
in that respect. Now, Sir, when we ask 
what has been done with reference to 
this Hankau Railway, first of all we are 
told that it is a Belgian syndicate. 
Well, the honourable Member who spoke 
last and knows as much about it as any- 
body says 1t is nothing of the kind, it 
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is a railway made, not by the Belgians, 
but by much greater and more _in- 
fluential powers. Well, we ask over and 
over again, the honourable Member for 
Barnsley, who has taken so intelligent 
an interest in putting questions to the 
Government from the beginning, has 
been asking over and over again, what 
are the terms of this agreement. It 
is an agreement backed by the Russo- 
Chinese Bank, and it. is believed that 
the French Government have an interest 
in that railway. It is of the highest 
consequence to us to know what are the 
terms of that concession. Well, as we 
understand, that concession was made 
in June last. We know what Manchurian 
railway concessions have been. It is 
of the most immense consequence that 
we should know what are the terms of 
this concession which the honourable 
Member for the Holderness Division 
says comes under his open-door princiy le 
—whether it is made on the open-door 
principle, whether everybody is to have 
an equal right in the use of this rail- 
way on equal terms. The Under Secre 
tary for Foreign Affairs says he does 
not know what the terms are. Some 
weeks ago he said the concession was 
on its way from Shanghai to Pekin. I 
do not know how long it takes for a 
document to travel from Shanghai to 
Pekin, but here you have some five 
or six weeks elapse and yet you do not 
know what the terms of this most im- 
portant concession are. Well, Sir, other 
countries learn what the terms of con- 
cessicns are, especially if they are made 
to the British Government. They do 
not take six weeks to discover them. 
The Chinese Government all along knew 
what the terms of this concessicn are. 
They are the parties who made the con- 
cession. Why have we not obtained 
from the Chinese Government the mate- 
rial points, I will not say all the details, 
of the concession, but the points which 
affect English commerce? Why have we 
not had them long ago from Pekin? 
Why, if we had the same influence at 
Pekin that cther Governments have, we 
should have known the terms cf this 
concession long ago. That is perfectly 
plain. We have a right to complain 
that we do not know what the terms 
of this concession are. Well, there 
are other dccuments, there are other 
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railways, in regard to which the in- 
formation has been equally incomplete. 
However, those matters, I think, nave 
teen already sufficiently dealt with by 
the able discussion of this matter by 
my right honourable Friend the Member 
for the Forest of Dean, in his extremely 
able speech, and by the honourable. 
Member for South Shields, and there- 
fore I will not detain the House by 
going over those points again; but with 
reference to the whole of this question,, 
in the first place, I know that the 
Government have said, “Do not speak 
to the man at the wheel; do not ask 
for information; imitate the despotic 
Governments of Europe.” But, then, 
Sir, the despotic Governments of Europe: 
are independent of public opinion and 
the English Government depends on ob- 
taining the confidence of the people and 
the support of the House of Commons—- 
a confidence which the country is willing 
enough to give in these matters without 
respect to party, and which, I think, the 
House of Commons has shown itself ready 
to give without respect to party. We 
are all desirous that the interests of the 
country, and of commerce, upon 
which the prosperity of the country de- 
pends, should be protected and promoted 
to the greatest possible degree, and, 
therefore, Sir, the Government have no 
right to complain, and I think they will 
not complain, when we are anxious to 
know what measures are being taken 
for the promotion and protection of 
those interests, and how far they have 
been successful. I say, Sir, the Govern- 
ment ought to deal frankly with the 
House of Commons and with che country, 
and ought not to whine and complain 
when they are asked for information 
upon matters of this consummate im- 
portance. I hope to-day that the right 
honourable Gentleman wil be able to 
give us and to the country outside mere 
satisfaction than it has hitherto received. 
I reeret that indisposition hes prevented 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
from being here, but it is still more im- 
portant that the Leader of the House 
of Commons and the principal Member 
of the Cabinet should to-day declare and 
lay before this House what is the policy 
of Her Majesty’s Government, that he 
should lay it down in clear and dis-- 
tinct and definite terms, and that 
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he should give the House some 
greater assurance than it has yet 
received that that policy, if sound in its 
principle, has been vigorously and 
successfully asserted and carried out. 
Something has been said upon the sub- 
ject of Russia, and I very much agree 
with the observations which have been 
made by a good many Members of this 
House as to our position in respect to 
that Power. I regret the language which 
has been used by responsible Members 
of the Administration upon that subject. 
Language of mingled menace and insult 
makes statesmanlike diplomacy and 
friendly relations with nations impos- 
sible. I regret that, though in milder 
terms, and in, perhaps, not so warlike 
a manner, the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty shook his mailed fist in the face 
of Russia, and menaced her with four 
battleships to settle this great question. 
But you are not going to settle this great 
question by the addition of four battle 
ships to your Fleet. If you are going 
into a conflict with Russia, that conflict 
will not be waged on the sea. If you 
are going into conflict with this great 
military Power, it is not upon the sea, 
but upon the land, that that conflict 
must be waged. These are considera- 
tions to which the honourable Member 
for Northumberland has called attention, 
and very properly called attention, and, 
in my opinion, it is the part of wisdom, 
the part of prudence, and the part of 
statesmanship, to seek to settle this 
question, in which the prosperity of this 
country is so deeply involved, by those 
means of diplomacy which are the arts 
of peace. You should approach those 
countries in a manner which will be 
likely to lead to a pacific issue. My 
honourable Friend the Member for 
Northumberland the other night called 
attention most wisely to the fact that, 
before the occupation of Port Arthur, 
when you had ships there, you ought to 
have called upon Russia to come to an 
understanding with you. I believe that 
that is the proper course now to be 
adopted. I remember very well Lord 
Beaconsfield using a famous expression 
full of truth and of meaning when he 
spoke of the defence of India. He said— 


“India is not to be defended upon the fron- 
tiers of India. It is to be defended in 
London.” 


Sir. W. Harcourt. 
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Now, what did he mean by that? He 
meant that the defence of the great 
interests of nations is to be made by 
direct communication between the repre- 
sentatives of those great peoples. In my 
opinion, this question is to be settled, 
not by the squabbles of Ambassadors at 
Pekin, but by the intervention of the 
Foreign Offices in London and St. Peters- 
burg. It is by representations of that 
character that the peace of the world 
can be best protected, by which, in my 
opinion, the interests of Great Britain, 
and the commerce upon which those 
people depend, can be best defended 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): Before, Sir, I deal with the some 
what aggressive speech of the right 
honourable Gentleman and its extremely 
peaceable peroration, I should like to 
express my great regret to the House 
that it rests with me, and not with the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, to deal with the various criti- 
cisms which have been put forth in the 
course of this Debate. I am especially 
sorry for two reasons. I am sorry because 
he is necessarily more acquainted with 
the details of some of the questions 
which have been brought up than I can 
possibly pretend to be; and I am sorry, 
in the second place, because I think it 
is peculiarly unfortunate that, on the 
last occasion on which it would have 
been in his power to address this House 
upon foreign subjects—in which he has 
made such a great reputation, and so 
deserved a reputation, during the last 
few years, and especially during the last 
two or three years—severe indisposition 
has made it imvossible for him to be 
with us this afternoon. Sir, I am sure 
the House will greatly regret, not only 
the absence of my right honourable 
Friend, but the cause which has rendered 
that absence necessary. Now, Sir, the 
right honourable Gentleman opposite 
began his speech this evening, as he has 
begun several of his speeches upon 
foreign affairs, by appealing to the House 
generally, and to this Bench in particu- 
lar, whether he or his colleagues have 
not, through all their years of opposi- 
tion, scrupulously abstained from doing 
anything that could possibly in any way 
be said to embarrass the foreign policy 
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of this country. Now, I do not in the 
least desire to criticise the course which 
the right honourable Gentleman and his 
supporters have pursued in this Debate. 
They have had, I am sure, a most sincere 
desire that the foreign policy of this 
Empire should be conducted successfully 
and honourably. They have had, never- 
theless, a sincere desire to show that 
the present Government are not conduct- 
ing foreign affairs either with decision, 
credit, or success. They are, I am sure, 
patriotic statesmen, they are also 
members of the Opposition, and if, in 
the course of their speeches, it is some- 
times obvious that they wish to 
damage the Government more than they 
wish to assist the foreign policy of the 
Government, that is not a matter of 
which I complain. I am glad to think 
that, as far as I am aware, no state- 
ment has been made by them, and no 
attack on the Government which has 
been made by them, has had the least 
effect upon the course of our foreign 
affairs, and I am sure that that is a 
result which they will be the first to 
rejoice at. Before dealing with the 
remarks of the right honourable Baronet 
who initiated this Debate, I ought, per- 
haps, to say that, while I think I have 
not improperly or ill-naturedly described 
the speeches of the right honourable 
Gentleman, I-should be sorry if it was 
thought that that description was in- 
tended to apply to the speeches of the 
late Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 
He has made a good many _ utter- 
ances 


upon foreign affairs neces- 
sarily in the course of this year, 
and in the previous year, and I 


am bound to say that the tone he has 
adopted contrasts somewhat unfavourably 
with that of the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition. The right honourable Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean began 
this Debate by enumerating the subjects 
with which he did not propose to deal, 
but he contrived in the course of his 
remarks to insinuate that, if he had had 
sufficient time, he could have shown that 
the same indecision and incompetence 
which, he declares, have characterised our 
Eastern policy might be traced in the 
case of Tunis, of Madagascar, and even 
in the case of Siam. 


*Sir C. DILKE: I said we had done so 
upon former occasions. 
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Tue FIRS! LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I did not quite gather that view 
of the right honourable Baronet’s re- 
marks, and, judging from the course of 
the Debate this afternoon, there has been 
no reluctance to repeat either arguments, 
statements, or accusations which have 
been made in the course of the Session. 
I will simply say, before dismissing that 
part of the right honourable Baronet’s 
speech, that, in my judgment, both as 
regards Tunis, Madagascar, and Siam, a 
complete answer has been given more 
than once by my right honourable Friend 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 


*Sir C. DILKE: He has made no answer 
at all about Madagascar. 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: Oh, yes, he has spoken about 
Madagascar; and when the right 
honourable Baronet goes to the length 
of comparing the policy of the present 
Government and the policy of the 
late Government with regard to Siam, 
entirely, apparently, to the credit of the 
late Government and the discredit of the 
present Government, I confess that I am 
lost in amazement and greatly amused. 
I do not wish to drag up old contro- 
versies or to say with regard to the policy 
of the late Government in reference to 
Siam what I think might possibly be said 
with regard to it. They may have had 
reasons, of which I am ignorant, for the 
course they pursued, but whether they 


this is not the time to attack them. 
But, at all events, I think I may say 
that we did more for the preservation of 
Siam, for the maintenance of its indepen- 
dence, by the arrangement which Lord 
Salisbury entered into with France on 
that subject than the late Government or 
any preceding Government have ever 
done. I confess that when I hear Siam 
brought up as an example of our in- 
decision and incompetence I find it diffi- 
cult to believe that the critics who use 
such language and make such insinua- 
tions are otherwise than blinded by partv 
zeal and by a desire to make party 
capital. But I am aware that the House 
is not in the least interested in the right 
honourable Baronet’s unceasing polemics 
on the subiect of Tunis, Madagascar, and 
Siam. What they are interested in at 





were right or whether they were wrong, 
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the present time is the subject which has 
occupied most of the afternoon—namely, 
the policy of the present Government, 
and of other Governments, in the Far 
East. I for my part have never com- 
plained of the public anxiety with regard 
to the ultimate issue of the events which 
are now taking place in the East. They 
must cause anxiety to the public as they 
do cause anxiety to the Government, and 
I should certainly not express my own 
view if I for one moment pretended that 
the solution of the question was either 
simple, easy, or obvious. Let it be 
observed ‘that it isi almost jnevitable 
that, when other nations begin to take, 
as they are beginning to take, a share in 
the Eastern commerce which, practically, 
used to be monopolised by us, and an 
interest in Chinese affairs which prac- 
tically rested almost entirely in our own 
hands, that necessarily and naturally pro- 
duces a certain degree of what may he 
described as anxious irritability. It is 
neither wise nor statesmanlike to pre- 
tend that circumstances can always 
remain what they were, or that England, 
either in China or elsewhere, can expect 
to maintain precisely the same relations 
to other nations which she did under very 
different conditions of industrial competi- 
tion. I for one do not stand here to 
pretend that either this Government or 
any one Government, or this Empire in 
alliance with any other country, can pos- 
sibly turn back the tide of events or pre- 
vent the natural and legitimate develop- 
ment of other great commercial and mili- 
tary Powers. It cannot be done. But 
what we may look forward to, and what, 
I think, we may look forward to with 
some confidence, is that while in China 
and elsewhere the relative superiority of 
this country cannot be maintained at its 
old level, the actual volume of our trade 
—for trade is the subject which has 
chiefly occupied us this afternoon—may 
be expected to increase as rapidly in the 
future, in my opinion at all events, as 
it has in the past. The relative import- 
ance of the trade must, of course, 
diminish. You cannot prevent other 
countries manufacturing and exporting 
their manufactures, and if they did not 
manufacture and did not export in pre- 
vious years that means a relative diminu- 
tion of our share. It does not mean that 
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commercial development. It does not 
mean that manufactures in this country 
are to be in any way injured. It does 
not mean that those vast populations 
which are dependent on our industries 
are going to see all the markets of the 
world closed against them. Well, Sir, I 
turn to another point and another argu- 
ment rather germane to it. The con- 
test, the right honourable Gentleman 
said, is a diplomatic contest and ought 
to be kept strictly within diplomatic 
lines. He is of opinion that diplomacy 
ought to be sufficient to secure for 
England everything England desires, and 
to prevent other countries getting what 
other countries desire. That is, ap 
parently, in his view, an object which 
diplomacy, skilfully directed, can ac- 
complish. At the same time, the right 
honourable Baronet who initiated the 
Debate told us that Pekin—and I am 
quoting his own expression—was now an 
open door, that Russia was at that door, 
and that it was impossible, therefore, to 
prevent Russia having a preponderating 
influence in the councils of the Chinese 
Government at Pekin. Then I want to 
know how those two positions are to be 
reconciled. The Government are not re 
sponsible for the growth of the Russian 
Empire along the northern part of Asia. 
The Government are not responsible for 
the fact that, as Russia borders China by 
land, for these thousands of miles she 
had military power closer to Pekin than 
any other nation. That state of facts 
was not brought about by this Govern- 
ment, and, whatever their legitimate con- 
sequences may be, those consequences 
must be endured. I do not believe those 
consequences will be of the serious 
character which some appear to suppose. 
I do not hold that view, but it is charac- 
teristic of the inconclusive character of 
all that falls from the right honourable 
Baronet on this subject, that while he 
told us that Russia was, in his view, in 
this dominant position at Pekin, never- 
theless this Government had shown great 
incompetence and had not obtained diplo- 
matically for this country all that he 
desired. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: But 
Russia had not then got Port Arthur. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I beg my honourable Friend's 
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pardon. The position of Russia in re- 
gard to Pekin to which the right honour- 
able Baronet referred was a military and 
not a naval position, and I may inform 
my honourable Friend that Port Arthur 
is a naval base. Port Arthur can only 
be useful to Russia in the event of their 
desiring to deal with Pekin by their fleet 
rather than by their army. As I am on 
that point—and I do not wish to discuss 
this question at length—and as Wei-hai- 
Wei has been introduced into the Debate 
by more than one speaker, I may perhaps 
be allowed one word on that subject. 
There are honourable Gentlemen who 
think that instead of occupying Wei-hai- 
Wei we ought to have occupied Port 
Arthur. I wholly dissent from that view. 
From purely naval and strategic consider- 
ations I am convinced that Wei-hai-Wei 
is far more suited to the interests of this 
country than a place like Port Arthur, 
which, whatever its natural strength may 
be, is joined by land to that portion of 
the continent of Asia on which Russia 
must always be superior to us from a 
strictly military point of view. Wei-hai- 
Wei strategically may almost be regarded 
as an island; Port Arthur never could 
be for us an island. It is a port attached 
to a portion of the mainland where that 
country which the right honourable 
Baronet speaks of as our chief danger 
and rival has and must have a prepon- 
derating military force. I therefore say 
that, taking it as an abstract question of 
naval and military science, it isfar better 
for us to have our secondary naval base 
at Wei-hai-Wei than it would be to have 
it at Port Arthur. But, leaving the 
military aspect of the case, I come to 
those portions of the controversy which 
have ranged round the phrase the “ open 
door.” The right honourable Gentleman 
who has just sat down tells us there are 
two policies open to us, and only two, in 
China—one is the policy of spheres of 
influence, which he says is a phrase per- 
fectly well “ understanded of the people” ; 
and the other is the policy of the open 
door. He says everybody knows what a 
sphere of influence is. Well, the phrase 
may be a clear one, but it applies to a 
great many different possible conditions. 
Ido not know how he uses it. 


Sirk W. HARCOURT: I think the 
ordinary acceptation of the phrase—and 
I think it was so defined by the Prime 





{10 Avausr 1898} 





Bill. 826 


Minister—is that a sphere of influence 
is a sphere in which several Powers 
have agreed that none of them shall 
interfere with the other to whom the 
sphere of influence belongs. I used the 
term as it has been used in connection 
with Africa. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Then ‘the right honourable 
Gentleman means by the policy of 
spheres of influence in China the parti- 
tion of China among the various nations. 


Sir W. HARCOURT: I said so. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: Precisely in the same way as 
portions of Africa have already been par- 
titioned, and that we are to be respon- 
sible more or less for the government, 
more or less for the defence, more or less 
for the internal order, and more or less 
for the whole machinery of civilisation 
as in many cases we are responsible to 
some indefinite degree for parts of Africa 
which are within our sphere of influence. 
I do not discuss the policy of spheres of 
influence further, because I do not think 
anybody in this House has ever advocated 
that we ought to desire it or to aim at it 
in the present position of affairs. I do 
not look forward to the future; I do not 
venture to prophesy; but I say with 
regard to the present, with which alone 
we are concerned, that neither this 
country, nor any other country, I 
believe, desires the partition of 
China in the sense of which the 
right honourable Gentleman speaks. 
But, Sir, he went on to attack the 
Government for permitting the door to 
be closed, because, as he said, we have 
permitted or there have been concessions 
to other Powers of railways or conces- 
sions of a similar character in which we 
have no share. Now, I do beg the House 
to clear its ideas upon this question of 
the open door and equal treatment. In 
that embracing phrase are contained, in 
my opinion, two sets of considerations 
dealing with two matters entirely sepa- 
rate—so separate that they cannot be 
dealt with by the same formule or pur- 
sued by the same policy. There is, in 
the first place, the question of what may 
be called equal trade opportunities, the 
right, that is to say, of importing goods 
at the same rate as any other nation 
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imports goods, the same right of using 
railways as any other nation has. That 
evidently has nothing whatever to do 
with spheres of interest or influence. It 
is, or ought to be, of universal applica- 
tion. We ought to have all over China 
the same right of importing and trans- 
porting goods that the French, the Ger- 
mans, the Belgians, or the Americans 
have. There is a wholly different set 
of questions connected with concessions, 
and they cannot be treated in the same 
simple and obvious manner. When my 
right honourable Friend the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer spoke of the open door 
he meant and explained that he meant— 
if it required explanation—that he was 
dealing, not with concessions, but with 
this question of the importation and 
transportation of goods. He was making 
a profession in favour of that principle 
which we have on both sides of the 
House—on this side of the House for 
many years and on the other side for 
some years—-been so anxious to main- 
tain, that, namely, of markets for British 
manufactures which would be under no 
disadvantage from hostile tariffs or any- 
thing equivalent to hostile tariffs. That 
is the open door of which he spoke when 
he used that famous phrase which has 
been quoted and requoted almost ad 
nauseam. I maintain that so far as the 
open door—in the only true legitimate 
sense—is concerned it has never been 
shut. We have no evidence that any- 
where in China there’ exist pre- 
ferential rates which act in favour 
of the foreign manufacturer and 
against the British manufacturer. We 
have no evidence that either in connec- 
tion with any line which has been con- 
structed, or any line which is in process 
of construction, is there the slightest in- 
tention to put tariffs against British 
goods—at all events, we say that has not 
been done at present, and that there is 
no apparent probability of its being done. 
Has any case been brought forward by 
any speaker this afternoon to the con- 
trary? I can only think of one example 
to which the right honourable Gentleman 
referred—the case, namely, of the tariff 
or the importation dues on goods pass- 
ing the frontier on the Manchurian rail- 
way as compared with dues to be levied 
at the ports of Talienwan or Port Arthur. 
It is, I believe, true that by the terms of 
the concession there are to be special 
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rates for goods coming from the land- 
ward side into China which are in favour 
of the land importer and against the sea 
importer. 


Sir W. HARCOURT I referred 
specially to the stipulation in regard to 
the Shan-tung peninsula that no railway 
should be made without a preference 
being given to German material and 
capital. That is not equal trade oppor- 
tunity. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: If the right honourable Gentle- 
man will do me the honour to follow my 
argument he will see that I am dividing 
and have divided the question into two 
separate branches, and it is a confusion 
of those two branches which has led, in 
my opinion, to much of the misunder- 
standing which has prevailed. One 
branch is the importation of goods. Am 
I to understand the right honourable 
Gentleman’s observation to mean that so 
far as they are concerned the door is 
still open? 


Mr. ROBSON : The differential import 
duties apply not only in the case of the 
Manchurian railway, but in the case of 
any railways which Germany may con- 
struct in her own sphere, and they will 
be imported at 30 per cent. less duty. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: There is no German concession 
for a railway from a land frontier of 
China into the interior. 


Mr. ROBSON: There are concessions. 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: But there is a difference, no 
doubt, in the tariffs from the land fron- 
tier of Manchuria as compared with the 
harbour tariffs. But whether that be 
good or bad, it does not rest with us to 
complain of it, nor can it be regarded by 
us asa breach of the Treaty of Tien-tsin ; 
because we have ourselves made a treaty 
with China for the transit of goods across 
the Burmah frontier into China, and we 
have introduced into the convention with 
China stipulations based upon precisely 
the same lines. Apparently Russia 
copied us, and us alone, when she intro- 
duced this differential treatment. The 
late Government made that treaty, and 
if anyone desires to see it they will 
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find it in the convention made between 
Great Britain and China in 1894. In 
every other respect, so far as I know, that 
is the only thing which can be plausibly 
regarded as shutting or half-shutting the 
door. As far as I know, and as far as 
I have learnt from any speaker in the 
Debate—and most of them have been 
hostile to the Government—no other 
case has been given of preferential treat- 
ment of foreign-manufactured goods as 
against British producers. If it is 
admitted, as it must be, that in the only 
sense in which my right honourable 
Friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
used the phrase “open door,” the door is 
still open, I come to the other branch of 
the subject—the question of concessions. 
Here it must be perfectly manifest to 
everyone that the laws of nature them- 
selves prevent us from having absolute 
equality of treatment between the diffe- 
rent nationalities ; because a concession 
must be given to someone, and when the 
someone has got it, other people must 
be excluded. We have many concessions 
which are worked for the benefit of 
British investors. We have an enormous 
mineral concession in the north of China 
which will be worked for the benefit of 
British investors. That is not equality 
of treatment. It is inequality inseparable 
from the nature of the concession. When- 
ever concessions are made they must be 
given to somebody, and everybody else 
must be excluded. That inequality is in- 
evitable, and it cannot be avoided, and 
no complaint can be made of it. Of 
course, it is open to anyone to say that 
we are not getting our fair share of con- 
cessions, that while other people get 
them we are refused, and that the whole 
of that field for British investment is 
being taken out of our hands by foreign 
Governments and syndicates. I do not 
think that there is any evidence of it. 
All the evidence is the other way, and 
when the time comes that China is fully 
supplied with railways, it will be found 
that in every branch of activity and in- 
dustry the British investor and British 
companies have at least their fair share 
of all that has been done. 


Sir W. HARCOURT: If the right 
honourable Gentleman is now leaving the 
question of concessions I wish to say that 
that is not the point. I assumed that 
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tion is whether, under the terms of these 
concessions, the concessionaires could give 
favourable treatment to themselves, or 
exclude others. 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: I have not lost sight of that 
point, and I have not at all left the 
subject of concessions yet. The right 
honourable Gentleman complained very 
severely of the arrangement which has 
been come to with reference to Wei-hai- 
Wei and the Shan-tung Peninsula; and 
he thought that it was an endorsement 
by the British Government of a German 
monopoly in the Shan-tung Peninsula to 
which Germany had no right. Sir, that 
dispatch is not capable of the construc- 
tion which the right honourable Gentle- 
man put upon it. I have already stated 
to the House what the circumstances con- 
nected with Wei-hai-Wei were. We 
obtained that port from China, not in 
relation to its landward aspect, but in 
relation to its maritime aspect—not as a 
commercial harbour, for which it is 
wholly unsuited, but as a naval base. It 
is not physically an island. We should 
have preferred it if it had been. But in 
any case we wish to treat it as an island. 
That being our intention, should we or 
should we not have expressed that inten- 
tion to the German Government? The 
right honourable Gentleman says— 


“What right had the Germans to be con- 
sulted or told what we were going to do?” 


I do not say that the Germans have had 
any such right; nor, as a matter. of fact, 
were they informed, until a few hours 
before the transaction became public 
propertv. But I want to know what 
would have been said in this House, and I 
presume by the right honourable Gentle- 
man himself, if the Germans had taken 
a military port at the mouth of the 
Yang-tsze river. According to the right 
honourable Gentlemian’s views, the whole 
of China lies equally open to the 
whole world, and no _ nation has 
a right to complain off what another 
nation does in any part of it. 
That may be a sound principle; but 
would the right honourable Gentleman 
have regarded the taking by the Germans 
of a military port at the mouth of the 
Yang-tsze with the same indifference as 
he saw the taking by them of a military 
port in the Shan-tung Peninsula? Of 
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course he would not, and neither this 
House, nor the country would have done 
so, and no one will maintain that it is 
the same thing whether the port taken 
is Kiao-chau or at the mouth of the Yang- 
tsze. What is @auce for the goose is 
sauce for the gander. If the Germans 
had done that without explanation to us, 
without giving guarantees to us that no 
menace was intended to our interests, we 
should have been deeply and _ justly 
offended. And surely what we should 
have expected the Germans to do to us 
we might well do to them— 


Appropriation 


“But,” says the right honourable Gentle- 
man, “ you not only informed the Germans that 
you did not wish to menace any of their in- 
terests in the Shan-tung Peninsula, but you 
actually by your dispatch endorsed the pre- 
tension that they had special rights there 
possessed by no other Government.” 


Sir, if the right honourable Gentleman 
will look at the wording of the dispatch 
he will see that no such implication or 
admission was made. I think it would 
liave been a very unfriendly act to insist, 
for instance, to the Chinese Government 
on a railway through the Shan-tung 
Peninsula to Kiao-chau, just as it would 
have been an unfriendly act on the part 
of Germany to have insisted on a railway 
from one of our ports to another port in 
China. There is not one word, as far as 
I am aware, in the dispatch which implies 
that Germany is in possession of any 
other rights than those which she actu- 
ally possesses by existing Treaties, and 
if there are such words I should be glad 
to know what they are. 


Sm W. HARCOURT: In this dispatch 
the Government say— 


“We do not wish to interfere with the 
interests of Germany in that region,” 


and the previous sentence says— 


“You are authorised to explain that Wei- 
hai-Wei is not at present, and cannot, we 
believe, be made a commercial port by which 
access can be obtained to any part of the 
province.” 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: What rights Germany has of 
course we respect; but there is nothing 
in that statement to prevent a British 
subject from getting a concession in the 
Shan-tung Peninsula; and it has never 
teen so understood. 
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Sir W. HARCOURT: Is not that an 
interest of Germany ? 


Tua FIRST LORD or rae TREA- 
SURY: No; the right honourable Gen- 
tleman is mixing two things up. Ger- 
many has no more rights in Shan-tung 
than we have in the Valley of the Yang- 
tsze, as I understand it. 


Sir W. HARCOURT: It does not say 
rights. It says, “interests of Germany 
in that region.” It is clearly an interest 
of Germany to obtain all the concessions 
in that province; and what I understand 
the British Government to declare is that 
they will not interfere with those inte- 
rests. 


Top FIRST LORD or tae TREA- 
SURY: The right honourable Gentleman 
is wholly mistaken as to the purport of 
that dispatch. It is simply to explain 
the relation of Wei-hai-Wei to the Shan- 
tung Peninsula. We desired to explain 
in the clearest language that by taking 
Wei-hai-Wei we did not wish to interfere 
with the Shan-tung Peninsula, but simply 
wanted a secondary naval base in the 
northern seas of China. I think that 
that was a perfectly legitimate thing to 
do, and I do not see how it could be more 
clearly or expressly provided for. Then, 
Sir, the right honourable Gentleman 
says that the open door is destroyed. He 
says— 


“The open door is shut by the provision 
that all the railway material is to be bought 
from the country to which the concession has 
been granted.” 


We never assented to the German views 
on that subject. 


Sm W. HARCOURT: I forgot to ask 
whether the correspondence of February 
18th on that subject and the answer of 
Her Majesty’s Government to the German 
Government will be given to Parliament 
at once. Here is the document of the 
German Government, to which there is 
no answer given— 


“The demand put forward by the Imperial 
German Government at Pekin was merely to 
the effect that, should the Chinese Government 
desire to obtain foreign assistance for the con- 
struction of railways within the limits of the 
province of Shan-tung, they should, in the 
first instance, offer the work and the supplies 
connected therewith to German industry and 
German trade.” 
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I wish to ask the right honourable Gen- 
tleman whether that document, and the 
reply to it, will be presented to Parlia- 
ment ! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I must see the documents before 
I promise to lay them on the Table, but 
I do not think it is really material. As I 
understand the German claim, as 
expressed in that dispatch, it is to have 
the first offer for the railway material 
given to German firms. I also under- 
stand that if other firms—American, sng- 
lish, or Belgian—offer at a lower rate, 
that lower rate is to be accepted. That 
is the interpretation which I have always 
put on that statement of the German 
view, and that entirely meets the point 
raised by the right honourable Gentle- 
man opposite, which was that Germany 
could not produce railways so cheaply as 
Belgium, England, and America, and that 
it was intended to exclude those countries 
from ever supplying the material. 


Sir C. DILKE: It does not meet the 
French official note. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I speak under great difficulties, 
Mr. Speaker. With regard to the French 
official note, I am afraid I can tell the 
House nothing; the first I heard of it 
was what fell from the right honourable 
Baronet, and I can throw no further light 
ou it. But it referred, if I remember his 
statement, to the Pekin-Han-kau 
line. Well, the whole subject 
of that line is now under 
discussion; and, although the right 
honourable Gentleman has spoken as if 
everything connected with it had been 
settled between the Yamen and the Bel- 
gian syndicate, I do not believe as a 
matter of fact that that is the case. 
The information we have may be incor- 
rect, because it is never possible abso- 
lutely to guarantee the accuracy of the 
statements made, but what we hear is 
that the concession was offered to a 
Belgian syndicate and that as a matter 
of fact the Russian bank to which the 
right honourable Gentleman refers is not 
at the back of the railway at all—that it 
is not behind the concession. I give that 
for what it is worth; but, at all events, 
this is certainly true—the matter is still 
under discussion, it is not settled, and 











{10 Avausr 1898} Bill. 834 


Sir Claude MacDonald is in communica- 
tion with the Yamen on tke very subject 
of this railway. Whether it be a Belgian 
syndicate or a Belgian-French syndicate I 
do not know. There is nothing more I 
can say upon the objection that has been 
raised to our policy. It is admitted that 
so far as the import and transport of 
goods is concerned the door is open; it 
is admitted, therefore, that, so far as 
the pledges of the Government are con- 
cerned, those pledges have been kept. 
With regard to concessions, I think we 
have obtained a good many. The quarrel 
over concessions is not a very dignified 
or agreeable function, and how the whole 
question is going to end nobody can 
foresee. The right honourable Baronet, 
who thinks that Russia is from the very 
nature of her position able to exact any- 
thing she likes from the Yamen, must 
necessarily suppose that as against our 
interests Russian interests will be trium- 
phant all along the line, but I see no 
necessity for taking so pessimistic a view 
of the situation. I shall be very much 
surprised if English concessionaires do 
not get their full and fair share of all 
the concessions which are likely to be 
made, and I suspect the number of con- 
cessions that will be made will be con- 
siderably in excess of the number of 
railways that will be made. That, how- 
ever, is a matter of private speculation, 
and with regard to the future I venture 
to say nothing. Before I sit down I must 
say one word about the extraordinary 
peroration of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Monmouth- 
shire. His whole speech, up to that 
peroration, followed, as he is usually glad 
to follow, the general line of public criti- 
cism upon the Government—public criti- 
cism from Unionist newspapers and 
Unionist Members, as well as from some 
Members on the other side of the House. 
What is that criticism? The criticism 
is that we have not, to use a vulgar 
phrase, stood up sufficiently boldly to 
China and to Russia, that we have not 
run the risk of war, that we have shown 
undue timidity. I think those accusa- 
tions are wholly baseless, but what I want 
to point out is how ill they come from 
the mouth of the right honourable 
Gentleman. What did the right honour- 
able Gentleman say at the close of his 
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speech? At the close of his speech he 
said— 


“Russia is a great military Power, you are 
a very small military Power, a fight with 
Russia would be a fight by land, not a fight 
by sea; you have therefore no chance 
against your gigantic foe, all you have got to 
do is to make friends with him, and keep 


peace with him—make friends with the 
mammon of unrighteousness.” 
Sm W. HARCOURT: The “long 


spoon.” 

Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: The right honourable Gentleman 
said that you must be careful how you 
enter into a conflict with a Power that 
can threaten India and invade China, and 
which, whether upon the Indian or 
Chinese frontier, you are equally power- 
less to resist— 


“Your weapons,” said the right honourable 
Gentleman, “are not the material weapons 
wi repeating rifles, ships, guns, and troops ; 
what you have got to do is to defeat Russia 
sn the contest of diplomacy.” 


Well, Sir, I do not know whether we are 
io regard this as a statesmanlike exposi- 
tion of the policy of the Opposition. 
They hold, if the right honourable Gentle- 
man may be regarded as a fair exponent 
of their views, that Russia has great 
material interests in squeezing us out of 
our fair share of the China trade; they 
hold that we are perfectly powerless by 
force to prevent that operation of squeez- 
ing out being carried to a successful 
issue ; the Opposition hold that a war 
with Russia is an undertaking which no 
sane man would engage in, since, from 
the very conditions under which it must 
be undertaken, we are powerless in the 
sphere of military operations while Russia 
is all-powerful. But, while thus thinking 
that Russia’s interests are to squeeze us 
out, and that we are helpless to prevent 
that operation, they also insist that a 
few soft words, or a few dexterous sug- 
gestions made at the Court of St. Peters- 
burg, or in London, are sufficient to 
stem the tide of Russian progress. Well, 
that really is the unnatural marriage of 
the policy of my honourable Friend below 
the Gangway, with the peace at any 
price policy dear to the heart of the 
right honourable Gentleman. The perora- 
tion was his own. It expressed, I am 
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sure, his genuine sentiments, but the 
speech was not his speech, it was bor- 
rowed from my honourable Friend, and 
it became wholly irrational when divorced 
from the conclusions which my honour- 
able Friends below the Gangway do not 
hesitate to draw. Their view is, like 
that of the right honourable Gentleman, 
that Russia has great interests in squeez- 
ing us out of our position in China, but 
they hold, and they hold rightly, that 
the idea of the prevention of that opera- 
tion, if Russia sincerely desires it, can 
only be effected if behind your diplomacy 
there is ultimately the threat of force. 
However, that conclusion the right 
honourable Gentleman repudiates, and 
by repudiating it he turns his whole 
speech into nonsense. The two halves— 
the peace at any price half, and the 
vigorous foreign policy upon firm and 
manifest lines half—those two halves 
cannot be made to match, they cannot 
be made to fit in with one another, and 
until the right honourable Gentleman 
can come forward and tell us in whieh 
of the two halves he really believes, and 
which, were he in power, he would press 
on the attention of the country and carry 
out through the agency of the Foreign 
Office—until he tells us which of those 
two inconsistent policies is his policy— 
I do not admit that he is a competent 
critic of Her Majesty’s Government. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): I am very reluctant to 
follow the right honourable Gentleman 
in his very able speech. I think Mem- 
bers will especially thank the Leader of 
the House for the way in which he has 
dealt with the criticisms of the Member 
for West Monmouthshire. Sir, the 
reason why the criticisms of the Opposi- 
tion upon the Government foreign policy 
have fallen so feebly and ineffectively, 
notwithstanding the very able speeches 
that have been made by the honourable 
Member for Barnsley and by the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean, is that the right 
honourable Gentleman has always been 
unable to square ie little England views 
and policy with the opinions which are 
put forward by some of his followers, 
and the result is that the Opposition has 
been wholly ineffective. Now, I only 
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Chinese question, and they are due to 
the remarks which were made by my 
right honourable Friend in the speech 
that he has just concluded. Sir, everyone 
will feel that the right honourable 
Gentleman made a most effective reply 
to the attacks which have been made 
upon the Government, but, at the same 
time, I am sorry to say that my right 
honourable Friend has shown by one por- 
tion of his speech that he, and presumably 
the Government, are still unappreciative 
of the real key of the position in China. 
Sir, I am sorry that my right honourable 
Friend took me to task rather sharply 
upon the question of strategic position, 
and I shall be very grateful indeed if he 
will give me his intention upon this ques- 
tion whilst dealing with that point. The 
strategic position is the key of the whole 
situation of the occupation of Port 
Arthur, and the Russian occupation of 
Manchuria. It is not only the initial vice 
of the Government policy, but the con- 
tinuing vice that they do not yet realise 
_ that the Trans-Siberian Railway to Port 
Arthur, and the occupation of Manchuria, 
is the key of the whole position, and 
that until they deal with that all their 
talk about the guaranteeing of thé 
neutrality of the Yang-tsze Valley, of 
their undertakings about concessions and 
railways, are practically worthless. Sir, 
my right honourable Friend has repeated 
to-night the statement that the Govern. 
ment found the position hopeless in Man- 
churia because the Russian frontier and 
the Chinese frontier marched together 
for 4,000 or 4,500 miles. Well, if you 
deal with the question in that way, and 
from that standpoint, then I admit the 
Chinese question is hopeless, It is true 
that for 4,500 miles the borders of the 
Chinese and Russian territory march 
_ together ; it is perfectly true that Russia 
is able to strike at any vital part of 
_ China across any portion of that fron- 
tier, but the difficulties are so great that 
Russia could not have put a single 
soldier against any part of China until 
the Trans-Siberian railway was con- 
structed. . This strength of Russia is 
entirely due* to the fact that Her 
Majesty’s Government did not insist upon 
maintaining the independence of Port 
Arthur and Manchuria. If the Russian 
Government could hhave struck any vital 
part of China from their own frontier, 
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why on earth did they undertake this 
Trans-Siberian railway, which will cost 
them 20 millions of money, and which 
will take six years to construct, and 
which will not be complete for many 
years to come. If they could have 
marched into China across their own 
frontier, why did they undertake to 
make this railway! Why, the whole 
position was in the hands of Her 
Majesty’s Government. They have it in 
their power, if they have the courage to 
do it, to crush Russia in three months in 
the whole of North-Eastern Asia. We 
command the road to Manchuria at the 
present time, and not a single Russian 
soldier can go by land there at the 
present moment, because the distance is 
so great, and it is solely because we allow 
the Russian troops to be sent by sea 
that the Russian force can be increased 
in Manchuria, and a tremendous naval 
base to be set up in Port Arthur, that 
anxiety is felt with regard to China. By 
an arrangement with Japan, it would be 
in our power to destroy the Russian 
position in North-Eastern Asia any time 
we chose, and Russia would not risk a 
conflict with this country with regard to 
any portion of Manchuria or Port Arthur 
if she only knew that we meant to resist 
her. But, when Russia can send her 
troops by land along this railway into 
Manchuria, then Russia will hold the key 
of the position, and she would then be 
able to hold, not only Manchuria, but 
to conquer the rest of China as well. But 
I did not rise to say much about Man- 
churia or China, and it was only the 
fact of the statement made by my right 
honourable Friend that led me to say 
what I have said. I ask, however, the 
indulgence of the House to say some 
thing about the present position of 
affairs im Crete. From all sides of the 
Housé* there have been references, and 
just referencés, to the necessity of this 
House having a strong military support 
from other Powers, especially in view of 
the prospects of early difficulties, and 
perhaps war, with Russia. Well, we can 
only get that effective support from the 
Ottoman Empire. We have there realy 
the fighting material, which is the finest 
in the world, which is most ready and 
anxious to support us, and which is equal 
to more than half of the Russian Army. 
But what policy are we pursuing at the 
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present moment in Crete? Sir, for a year 
and a half Crete has been in a state of 
practical anarchy, and one-third of the 
population are refugees from their homes 
and property, and they are ruined and 
starving. There are 100,000 human 
beings at this moment herded together 
in three or four towns, with nothing to 
live upon but doles of charity, and these 
are the persons who, by their past history 
and habits, would feel the pangs of such 
privation all the more. Now, Sir, those 
people are not Christians, but they are 
Mussulmans, and I say that that should 
make us more anxious than we should 
otherwise be to do justice to these un- 
fortunate sufferers. Sir, I do not believe 
that the Government fully realise the 
enormous influence which their policy in 
Crete will have over the Mussulman 
population, and the advantage it would 
be to have their sympathy because the 
influence of Mussulmans extends from one 
end of the world to the other. Even 
after the victory of the Sultan’s army 
in Thessaly he received letters of con- 
gratulation from almost every Mussul- 
man in India, and we have had a series of 
risings in India, and we have had 
threatenings of Mussulman outbreaks in 
other parts of India. The cost of that 
terrible struggle was tremendous, and 
entirely out of proportion to the advan- 
tages resulting fromit. Sir, we ought to 
be very careful what we do to arouse 
Mussulman sentiments throughout India 
and the rest of the world by treating 
Mussulmans unjustly. Now, I do say that 
we are treating the Mussulman popula- 
tion in Crete unjustly to-day. We are in 
a great measure responsible for the state 
of things existing there, for our Govern- 
ment refused the proposals of Austria 
and other Powers for a naval demonstra- 
tion which would have prevented the out- 
break at the commencement of the war. 
and we allowed Colonel Vassos and 
his force to go into Crete, which was the 
cause of the trouble. Our Government 
refused to interfere in the early stages of 
the Greeco-Turkish warlike operations. 
Therefore our Government are very much 
responsible for what is now happening 
in Crete. Now, nothing has been done for 
eighteen months io re-establish order and 
peace in Crete, or to restore the Mussul- 
man refugees to their property. We owe 
something to them, and to the Turkish 
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Government, for the Sultan granted 
autonomy to Crete on the distinct under- 
standing that the Powers would see that 
the rights of the minority were preserved, 
Now, what did we do to secure the rights 
of the Christian minority in Armenia? 
Why, Sir, we risked plunging Europe 
into war for the Christians. We upset 
our whole foreign policy, and we alien- 
ated not only Turkey, but Germany as 
well, and other Powers in order to try 
and get local autonomy for the Armenians 
in Asia Minor. Now, Sir, why should we 
not do something to obtain equal rights 
for the minority in Crete, who are Mussul- 
mans. What are we doing now? Why, 
Sir, we are trying to set up a régime in 
Crete which is, without exception, the 
most extravagant, ridiculous, and impos- 
sible form of government that was ever 
proposed by any country in the world or 
under any circumstances. We are try- 
ing to govern the coast towns of Crete by 
a quartette of naval commanders who are 
constantly being changed, and who know 
nothing about the position. I am told 
that it is not uncommon for one or two 


of these naval commanders to come 
together and not understand a word 
of the language in which the dis- 
cussions are carried on. That 3s 
the sort of thing which this country 
believes will succeed with regard to 
Crete; that is government by a 
quartette of naval commanders who 
know nothing about the _ island, 


and who spend most of their time dis- 
cussing 





V [Attention having been called to the 
fact that there were not 40 Moerahers 
present the House was counted. Forty 
Members having returned. the Debate 
was resumed. | 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I was 
referring to the quariette of admirals 
who form the Government, and to the 
case of the towns. Now, how do we 
proceed to govern the interior? Why, 
it is to be governed by a band of chiefs, 
by a band of these insurgent chiefs, who 
are, in fact, the leaders of the men who 
have been urging the inhabitants to 
murder the Mussulmans. That is the 
Government we have set up in the in- 
terior, or which we are trying to set 
ur in the interior. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
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there is no proposal that this Mussul- 
man minority shall be represented on 
this governing body. I cannot con- 
ceive why the Government have not in- 
sisted upon at least a small or moderate 
representation of the leaders of she 
Mussulman inkabitants being placed 
upon this Committee which is to govern 
the interior of the island. They have 
not done so, therefore the whole of the 
Musulman population in the island of 
Crete is left at the mercy of this Chris- 
tian majority, who have driven the 
people out of their homes. 


Mr. DILLON: Hear, hear! 


Sr E. ASHMEAD-BARTLFETT: The 
honourable Member opposite says “ Hear, 
hear!” and no doubt what he has in his 
mind is the comparison which exists 
between Crete and Ireland. Sir, there 
is an exact analogy between Crete and 
Ireland. In both countries you have 
a minority belonging te the sovereign 
power, and you have a majority hostile 
to the minority and also to a certain 
extent hostile to the sovereign power. 
You have the same difference of religion, 
and if autonomy were to be given to 
Ireland you would have exactly the same 
conditions as in Crete. You have the Pro- 
testants driven into the north, and you 
have the hostile majority in other parts 
of Ireland. Now, Sir, the analogy is 
perfect between Crete and Ireland. The 
analogy is exact. Therefore I am not 
surprised that the honourable Member 
for East Mayo has persisted in champion- 
ing the cause of those who plunder and 
massacre, and defends the cause of the 
Christian insurgents who have driven 
these poor people from their. homes. 
Now, Sir, there is another point. Let 
me say a word with regard to the pro- 
posal to withdraw the Turkish troops. 
For a long time the Turkish troops have 
been the sole protection of the Mussul- 
mans, and but for them the insurgents 
would have driven them out of the 
island. If you withdraw the Turkish 
troops, unless you send a strong Euro- 
pean force to protect them, there is no 
doubt the Mussulman minority will oe 
exposed to massacre. I am sure that 
any of the Powers—except, perhaps, Rus- 
sia, which is interested in keeping this 
state of things up—-will say that this pro- 





{10 Avausr 1898} Bill. 842 


pesal is absurd and unjust. My right 
honourable Friend—or, rather, the Unier 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs— 
told me the other day that he was un- 
aware of the Russian propaganda in 
Crete, but the British representatives in 
Turkey are not unaware of it, and I 
would advise the Government tc make 
some inquirics on the subject. It is 
quite true that the Russians are making 
a great effort by liberally distributing 
charities, and they are doing all that 
with an object, and their movements are 
not limited at all to the distribution of 
charity. It is a political movement, 
and its object is to get a firm hold cf 
the insurgent leaders in Crete. My 
right honourable Friend the Under Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs—whose absence 
we all regret, and whose future absence 
we shall most deeply regret—did not 
state what is the most important part of 
the question—that is, that the Russian 
sphere of influence, by naval or military 
occupation, is so near to the Suda Bay 
that it could be extended to Suda Bay 
at any moment. Now, there is a 
general impression prevailing among 
people who know, among Euro- 
peans and diplomatists, that Russia 
will never go out of Crete, and that it 
is the intention of Russia to make a 
second Port Arthur in Suda Bay. Now, 
perhaps Her Majesty’s Government will 
pay attention to that before it is too 
late. The strategic position of Crete 
is very important, because it blocks the 
approaches to the Dardanelles, and if 
Russia held that position it would be 
a matter of the very gravest importance 
and would be an injury to this country. 
Now, that is the policy which Russia is 
aiming at, and it is universally 


telieved in Turkey that that will 
be the outcome of the present 
operations of Russia in Crete. Now, 


what is our object in the policy which 
we have been pursuing? Who have we 
benefited by this policy? I do not 
believe that even the Christian insurgents 
are satisfied. I do not think it can be 
said that we have benefited the Greeks 
by our policy, and it cannot be said that 
we have benefited the Armenians by our 
policy toward Armenia. Then, who have 
we benefited? Let us come to the practi- 
cal point. We are doing no good to 
anybody who can do any good to us, but 
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we are doing a great injury to the 
Mussulman population in Crete, and we 
are alienating Turkey and the whole of 
the Mussulman population of the world 
by our policy in Crete. We object to 
the appointment of a Christian Governor 
General, who is a subject of the Porte, 
and why should we? The Sultan is 
recognised as the Sovereign of the island 
of Crete by the whole of Europe. Auto- 
nomy has been promised to Crete, and 
Europe is bound to it, and Turkey is 
- also bound to it. Is there no able and 
honourable man among the subjects of 
the Turkish Empire suitable to be the 
Governor of Crete? I think a most pro- 
nounced opponent would admit that there 
was. The man proposed by the Sultan 
is a man of great repute, and he is 
respected by everyone who knows him, 
and he has the advantage of local know- 
ledge of the island. I want to know 
what we are gaining by the policy we 
are pursuing! What is the object of it? 
We need the military force of the Otto- 
man Empire, and we shall have to have 
it. It would be impossible for us, in a 
great struggle with Russia, to do without 
it. Why should we set ourselves up 
above Germany in this matter? The 
Germans have pursued a policy of friend- 
liness towards Turkey, and what is the 
result?’ Why, the German Emperor, by 
his policy, has secured the military pre- 
dominance of Europe, and by his policy 
he has turned the scale. The result is 
that Turkey, which, no doubt, offers a 
vast field for British trade and enter- 
prise, has become a vast field for the 
trade of Germany. We are going further 
atield in China under all sorts of diffi- 
culties to secure an opening for our 
markets, while, at the same time, we 
are doing our best to close the doors of 
one of our best customers and friends 
near at home. I hear a good deal said 
about Russia from the Front Opposition 
Bench, and about the necessity of being 
friendly with Russia, to increase our 
trade. Now, whereas the tariffs in 
Russia are very high, on the other hand, 
in Turkey they are the lowest in Europe, 
and I believe it is a fact at this moment 
that our trade with Turkey is larger than 
with Russia. 
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Sir E. ASHMEAD BARTLETT: Well, 
I confess that I do not see the force of 
that interruption of my honourable 
Friend. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
beg of the Government to consider this 
question of Crete, because it is a ques- 
tion of very great importance to this 
country. I want to say a word or two 
about the feeling of Turkey upon this 
subject. I will only base my opinion 
upon this, that there is a strong feeling 
that the Mussulmans of Crete are being 
treated very unjustly and very unfairly, 
and I put it on the grounds of our human 
duty to these Mussulmans, 100,000 of 
whom are suffering almost entirely 
through our own mistakes in the past. 
So much has this been recognised that 
two great Powers who are opposed to 
our policy—Germany and Austria—have 
withdrawn, and we are risking alienating 
the whole Mussulman population, and 
turning them against us, while we are 
doing no good to anybody. Now, that is 
the humane side of the question. 
We cannot afford to alienate this mili- 
tary force. I do not care one bit for 
the outcry which has been raised through 
this sham sentiment. I know what the 
Turkish people are, and I know that there 
is not a finer people, or a truer-hearted 
people in the world. I know that they 
have been grossly misrepresented in this 
House, but I am appealing now on the 
ground of British interests. I say that 
we cannot afford at this crisis, when we 
are threatened on all sides by Russia, to 
alienate the military forces of Turkey. 
There are 800,000 fighting men there, 
whom you cannot equalin any country in 
the world for physique, if not for courage, 
and we are deliberately turning that force 
against us by a policy in Crete so fatuous 
and useless and so incredibly absurd as 
to pass the power of language to describe. 
That is the fact, and therefore I have 
ventured at this late period—and I apolo- 
gise for so doing—to speak on this sub- 
ject at such length. I am in hopes that 
this question of Crete will not be allowed 
to drift along any further, but that Het 
Majesty’s Government will reconsider the 
fatuous policy they have hitherte 
pursued. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I heard with 
regret that the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs is no longer to take any 
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part in our Debates. | 
ing the views of every Member in this| 
House when I say his presence and his | 
speeches were always interesting and in-| 
structive, and will be greatly missed, and | 
however we may differ from him in| 
politics we wish him nothing but happi-| 
ness and success in the new sphere to) 
which he has been called. The principle! 
of the Foreign Office—one of the great | 
principles which guide that office—was | 
laid down some time ago, in answer to| 
a question of my own, in language which | 
has since become classical, and “has fre-_ 
quently been acted upon. It is stated 
that it is not the duty of the Foreign 
Office to take an intelligent anticipation 
in events which are likely to take place. 
That is extraordinary language, but the 
other day, in reply to a question I put} 
in reference to an exceedingly important | 
memorandum which has been signed by | 
the Executive Committee of the Cretan) 
Assembly in December to the admirals 
in reference to the new constitution which 
they have set up in Crete, when I asked 
the Under Secretary of State whether he 
could lay before the House—whether his 
attention had been called to that Memo-| 
randum, which, I think I shall show is. 
of exceptional importance, his answer 
was that he had seen it published in the} 
Manchester Guardian, but it had not| 
reached the Foreign Office. That is an 
extraordinary thing, because that declara- 
tion, which I saw and read in the columns 
of the Manchester Guardian, which, un- 
doubtedly, is a document of the greatest 
importance, was actually made public by| 
the Manchester Guardian, and was un-| 
known to the Foreign Office, although it 
¢ mtained passages which certainly ought | 
tohave come under the eye of that Office. 
The Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs | 
went on to say that, while it would : appear | 
irom the copy of the Memorandum made | 
public by the Vanchester Guardian, that | 
the Cretan Assembly had not accepted | 
the new constitution, the fact remained | 
that they had accepted the new constitu-| 
tion unanimously, and he appeared. to| 
think that that closed the question. I 
need not recall the discussion which took 
place two years ago, when the Assembly 
of that day cheerfully accepted a previous 
constitution in 1895 from what was then 
known as the Concert and 
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presented to the insurgents of Crete, with 
the consent of the foreign Powers. Every 
question we then put was met with the 
stereotyped reply that this new constitu- 
tion had been accepted by the people 
with thanks. We know what happened. 
The people of Crete on that occasion 
trusted in the five Powers, and their 
determination to see that justice was 
done, and knowing that they were power- 
less in the face of the great Powers of 
Europe and Turkish rapacity, they did 
accept the constitution of August, 1895, 
but they never said it would work. They 
drew up a document showing its weak 
points, and their leaders criticised it in 
such a way as to show that they were 
intelligent men, and we know that in a 
very few months after they accepted that 
constitution. the disorders which com- 
menced in Canea culminated in occupa- 
tion of the seaport towns by the troops 
of the Powers. I know that this is a 
question which does not interest either 
Her Majesty’s Government or the British 
people like the railroads of China, be- 
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cause Crete is not a _ country 
with which we may expect to do 
much trade or from which we 


expect to obtain much profit. But, Sir, 


'when we find that the question of the 


condition of Crete and the opinion of 
the insurgents of Crete, as expressed in 
this memorandum to which I desire to 
draw attention to-night, is attempted to 
be disposed of in a few words by the 
Foreign Office, I think it would be wise 
of the Government to remember that the 
disturbances to which Crete gave rise 
culminated in a great war, and brought 
the whole of Europe to the verge of a 
great contest. Although the island is a 
small one, still the question of its govern- 
ment is one which may come to interest 
Europe very keenly. What are the words 
of the memorandum? The admirals, 

|we all know, in consultation with the 
consuls of the European Powers, drew 
up a new Constitution, under which, for 
| the first time, the insurgents in the inte- 
rior of the island were recognised as a 
Government. I heartily congratulate the 
people of Crete that after 300 years of 
misery and suffering they have at last 
wrung from Europe the right to rule 
I think that is a great 
advance, and a step in which I heartily 
re'cice, and I say that I think the Cretan 

21L 
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Assembly, and the chiefs have shown the 
greatest possible wisdom and control in 
accepting, however much they may dis- 
approve of it, the Constitution at the 
hands of the four Powers, because it is 
a step towards the goal for which they 
have fought so long. But although they 
accepted the vonstitution, they sent a 
memorandum as to their views of the pro- 
bability of its working with success. Now, 
I say that the language in which that 
memorandum is couched is the language 
of intelligent, moderate, wise and prudent 
men, and it is absolutely astonishing to 
me that a remonstrance so moderate in 
its terms, so animated by its desire for 
the best interests of the country, should 
be treated as it has been with such abso- 
lute contempt as being unworthy of the 
notice of the Foreign Office of this coun- 
try. Surely one would expect that it 
having come with the full authority of 
what has now been recognised as the 
de facto and legal Government of Crete, 
it would have received due notice from 
the Government of this country. The 
memorandum suggested certain altera- 
tions and amendments, and one would 
have thought that the Government 
would have considered in a favourable 
spirit the suggested alterations, and have 
accepted a great many of them, espe- 
cially as regards the great difficulty 
pointed out by the Cretan Assembly-- 
pointed out in a most statesmanlike 
document. The admirals have not seen 
their way to meet the Cretan Assembly. 
I will take the chief points, because what 
I most regret is the inability to meet 
them in the most important point of all 
—the withdrawal of the Ottoman troops 
from the seaport towns. The admirals 
of the four Powers have urged the with- 
drawal of these troops, the actual men 
who are responsible for the maintenance 
of order and the preservation of life. 
Their opinion, as I understand, is that 
the withdrawal of these troops is essen- 
tial to the good government of the island. 
Now, is it not astonishing that, in spite 
of the remonstrances of the Cretan 
Assembly and the opinion of the admi- 
rals, no steps are taken by the four 
Powers to withdraw them? We ought to 
know who is objecting to their with- 
drawal, we ought to have some further 
information upon that point. I asked a 
question the other day as to whether the 
Concert of Europe was still in existence, 
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and I gathered from the reply that was 
made that it does not exist since Ger- 
many and Austria withdrew their forces 
from Crete. I wonder if we have all 
taken notice of the fact. The first step. 
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towards the dissolution of the Concert of 


Europe was the withdrawal of the Ger- 
man and Austrian forces, and the four 
great Powers have shown that both 
Germany and Austria are no longer en- 
grossed as regards the question of Crete. 
We might be informed by the Govern- 
ment, who is now responsible for the 
maintenance, in spite of the unanimous 
recommendation of the admirals, of the 
Turkish garrisons in the seaport towns. 
I do not think it would be possible to 
exaggerate the importance of this ques- 
tion. I noticed the other day a serious 
notice addressed to the four Powers by 
the Ottoman Government of a most 
sinister kind, which remonstrates against 
the withdrawal of the Ottoman troops, 
and that is followed up by an attempt to 
land a fresh supply of Ottoman troops 
upon the island. When the admirals 
prevented that the Porte again remon- 
strated and complained in what was a 
most sinister manner, because in the 
newspaper the Porte is said to have 
stated that there was extreme danger in 
detaining men whose time had expired 
in Crete, because probably disorder would 
arise if they were detained; and we all 
know that one of the recognised methods 
of the Turkish Government in Crete and 
elsewhere is to bring about those dis- 
orders which they indicate may take 
place, and as they can pursue their policy 
they can improve their position in the 
island by setting up disorders in Candia 
and other places all over again. It is a 
cruel thing, when these.people who have 
come through hundreds of years of bad 
government and arrived at a successful 
solution of their miseries, with this Con- 
stitution upon which they will be tried, 
the first attempt which they have been 
privileged to make to exercise their rights 
of freedom, to condemn, them to commence 
their task of governing the island under 
circumstances which the admirals think 
make it impossible to do so with success. 
A greater act of cruelty could not be 
conceived. These men have shown won 
derful capacity and extreme perseverance 
so far as I can observe, and they 
have a terribly difficult problem with 


which to deal. These people have 
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stated that if the Ottoman troops 
were removed and the Christian 
refugees allowed to return they would 
undertake to repatriate and reinstate 
in the towns and villages all the Mussul- 
mans, and see that order was maintained. 
It may be said that they could not do 
this, but I say we are bound to give 
them a fair chance, and, until we do, 
there will not be peace. Under the new 
Constitution there is a gendarmerie under 
European officers, and inasmuch as they 
have obtained by their new Constitution 
what they bargained for and hoped for, 
and more than they thought they would 
three years ago, they also put a bond 
upon the Powers to secure that they shall 
carry out their great work successfully. 
I myself would like to see the seaport 
towns occupied by the forces of the four 
Powers for the next four years, in order 
that they might, in the event of outrage 
and violence, be able to intervene with 
due authority to see that order is pre- 
served. But. having at last recognised 
the Christians in the island as a legal 
Government, I think the four Powers are 
bound to give them a fair chance, and 
not ask them to accept a more difficult 
task under conditions which are declared 
by the admirals to be impossible. The 
honourable Member for Sheffield said 
that the reason that Irishmen sympa- 
thised with these rebels was because they 
are rebels themselves. I believe there is 
a great deal of truth in that remark. 
We do sympathise with people who have 
had hard times, and who have struggled 
through, and, having regard to the diffi- 
culties of our own country, we are in a 
better position to enter into the diffi- 
culties of other countries, and we do 
desire that they should have fair play. 
There is just one other point connected 
with the condition of the island, 
and the chance which I so earnestly 
desire that these people should have— 
und I desire that they should have 
a fair chance—and that is the 
condition of the towns. Now, the 
condition of Candia, which is the town 
in English occupation, is by universal 
testimony much worse than Ritimo or 
Canea, and other towns occupied by the 
French and the Russians, and where 
order is observed, and where the 
Christians who come into the towns are 
comparatively safe. In Candia police 
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is not administered by the English, as 
the Turks have more power; and in 
Candia no Christian is safe. Candia is 
the largest of the important ports of 
Crete, and is shut to the inhabitants of 
the island. I have throughout the whole 
of this year frequently had occasion to 
bring to the notice of the Under Secre- 
tary the fact that the inhabitants were 
in great necessity and want, and I was 
met with sneers, and informed that the 
Christian population was not only not 
in want, but in a state of affluence, 
having not only their own crops. but the 
crops of the Mahomedans as well. Ihave 
testimony here which proves incontest- 
ably, to me, at all events, that through- 
out the whole of last spring there was an 
immense amount of want and cruel 
sufiering owing to the interruption to 
trade at the port of Candia, and that 
many women and children were reduced 
to the very verge of starvation, and in 
some cases lived upon the herbage of the 
fields. That is a state of most desperate 
suffering, and it is established beyond 
doubt; and we now have here what I 
may term a most dignified remonstrance 
in this Memorandum, signed by the 
President of the Assembly, the head of 
the Executive in Crete, begging that the 
port of Candia may be opened, and 
pointing out that the corn, wine, and 
raisin harvests promise to be most 
plentiful and yield superabundant crops: 
but unless the port of Candia is opened 
to the Christians the bulk of the harvest 
will be lost, and the consequence will be 
that the same distress will be inflicted 
upon the population as they suffered last 
year. Now, is it not monstrous? You 
have set up a Government, and the man 
who is the head of that Government tells 
you that you will waste money if you 
keep Candia closed, and that this good 
harvest will be wasted and _ ruined. 
Where are the taxes to come from, and 
what hope is there of this Government 
being able to govern the people if you 
will not take steps to open it? I say in 
my deliberate judgment that until two 
things are done you cannot open the 
port of Candia to Cretan trade. First, 
you must get rid of the Ottoman troops. 
and then yow must get rid of Colonel 
Chermside, who is as great a friend of 
the Sultan as the honourable Member 
for the Ecclesall Division of Sheffield 
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himself. You have got to get the Ott- 
man troops out of Candia, and you have 
to put in command of the port an officer 
who is not a philo-Turk ; and to tell me 
that two or three British regiments, 
under the guns of two or three British 
ironclads, are not sufficient to keep order 
is preposterous and absurd. What were 
the words of Colonel Chermside himself 
when he spoke to Mr. Evans! That he 
was there not to order the Turkish 
authorities, but to co-operate with them. 
That was the answer given to Mr. Evans, 
that the British troops were not there to 
preserve order at whatever cost, but were 
only there to co-operate with the Turkish 
Government ; and I say under those cir- 
cumstances it is absurd to talk of pre- 
serving order. I have brought this 
matter forward at this late stage of the 
Session because, I confess, I am very glad 
and feel triumphant that taose unfortu- 
nate people have at iast succeeded in 
obtaining the recognition of Europe to 
their liberty ; and I do strongly press the 
Government that every effort should be 
made to give them full play, and every 
inducement, and every chance to govern 
their island, and I say that if their new 
Constitution is a failure the blame will 
rest with Europe. 


*Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, Edgbaston) : 
I wish to ask the indulgence of the 
House for a few minutes while I raise a 
question other than that which has up to 
now engaged its attention during the 
present sitting. Although this question 
does not relate to China or to Crete, it 
does affect British trade, and, to some 
extent, it involves the policy of the “ open 
door.” I refer to recent seizures of arms 
and ammunition belonging to British 
traders and manufacturers in the Persian 
Gulf. I bring forward this question in no 
spirit; of hostility to the Government or 
to the right honourable Gentleman the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs. On the contrary, I wish to 
acknowledge the courtesy with which he 
has treated those who have interested 
themselves in this question, and _ the 
readiness with which he has afforded 
them information. It may be in the 
recollection of the House that the right 
honourable Gentleman was good enough 
to receive a deputation of gun makers 


and others upon this subject in June 
last, and that in his reply to that 
Mr. Dillon. 
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deputation he went very fully and 
carefully into this question. It may 
be thought by some that that 


should have satisfied the gun-makers, 
and that no further action should have 
been taken by them or by those who 
represent them in this House in reference 
to the matter. Well, that might have 
been so, if any hope had been held out to 
them that their grievances would be 
redressed or that restitution would be 
made or compensation given to them for 
the loss of their property, of which, 
whether rightly or wrongly, they had been 
deprived by the action of the Govern- 
ment; but no sort of encouragement cf 
this kind was held out to them. More- 
over, they felt that the suggestion which 
was made when the attention of the 
House was first drawn to this subject, 
that these arms and ammunition had 
found their way to the Afridis, and also 
the suggestion that these gun-makers 
had been engaged in an illicit and unlaw- 
ful trade, had cast a slur and an imputa- 
tion upon, their honour, as well as their 
patriotism, which it was essential to their 
good name that they should take the 
earliest opportunity of endeavouring to 
remove in the most public manner pos- 
sible. And in addition to all this the 
views which the deputation expressed to 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs, 
but which were not received with much 
favour by him, have since received judi- 
cial sanction and been confirmed and 
supported in the most complete and 
explicit manner by Mr. Justice Bigham 
in a case which recently came before him. 
Well, I thought it necessary that I should 
say thus much by way of introduction, in 
order to justify the course I have taken 
in bringing this matter before the notice 
of the House, and I should now like, with 
the permission of the House, to very 
briefly recapitulate the facts of the case. 
It is well known that the manufacture of 
arms and ammunition has long been one 
of the staple industries of Birmingham, 
and that many of the citizens of Birming- 
ham have been long and_honourably 
known in connection with this trade all 
over the world. In recent years an 
important branch of this trade has been 
that carried on with ports in the Persian 
Gulf. It was begun in about the yeor 
1880, and it has increased year by vear 
since, until lest vear it had even grown 
in value to the large amount of 
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£100,000. During the whole of this 
period, from 1880, it had been carried on 
in the most open manner without the 
slightest interruption, without any fraud, 
evasion, or concealment, and with the full 
knowledge and consent of both the 
British and Persian Governments. This 
was so up to December of last year, when 
it was stopped suddenly and without 
notice, under circumstances to which I 
shall presently refer. The bulk of this 
trade was carried on with two ports— 
namely, Bushire, which isin Persian terri 
tory, and Muscat, which is not in Persian 
territory, but which is the capital of an 
independent State on the other side of 
the gulf. With regard to Muscat, I can- 
not find that there does exist, or that 
there ever has existed, any prohibition 
against the iniportation of arms into that 
place or the country of which it is the 
capital. As regards Bushire the case is 
somewhat different, for it is only fair to 
say that a prohibition against these im- 
portations into Persia was issued by the 
Persian Government in the year 1881. 
But I have it upon the most reliable 
authority that although this prohibition 
has not been formally repealed, it has 
never been acted upon until now, and it 
has been universally regarded both in 
Persia and in this country, as a merely 
nominal prohibition for securing a 
monopoly of the trade in arms to the 
Persian Government, and for enabling 
them to exact whatever rate of import 
duties they might think fit, however ex- 
cessive and exorbitant those duties might 
be; and I may mention to the House 11 
proof of this fact, and also as showing 
that this trade has been carried on in a 
perfectly open and legitimate way, that 
the Consular Reports sent from Bushire 
year by year, either make no reference 
to this prohibition or refer to it as merely 
a nominal prohibition, and down for the 
purposes I have indicated, and they all 
of them refer to the trade in such a way 
as to show that it was well known to, and 
well recognised by both Governments. 
Well, these were the conditions under 
which this so-called illicit trade had been 
carried on without interruption from the 
year 1881 down to December of last year, 
a period of nearly 17 years, and those 
who were engaged in it had no reason 
whatever to suppose that anything had 
happened to alter or vary these condi- 
tions in the slightest particular. But 
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suddenly, and without any warning being 
given, and without any reason being as- 
signed, a considerable quantity of arms 
and ammunition belonging to British 
merchants and manufacturers, stored at 
Bushire, which had actually passed the 
Customs, and upon which duty had been 
paid to the Persian officials, were seized 
by the British Consul or his subordinates, 
and were handed over by them to the 
Persian Government. This seizure was 
made, I believe, upon the 7th Decem- 
ber last. Now, the Under Secretary of 
State, in his answer to the question 
which was addressed to him the other 
day by the honourable Member for the 
Wick Burghs, said that the arms and 
ammunition stored at Bushire were not 
seized and confiscated by Her Majesty’s 
Consul General. Now, I do not in any 
way wish to call into question the infor- 
mation upon which that answer was 
given, but it does not correspond with 
the facts which have been supplied to 
me. I hold in my hand astatement made 
by a gentleman who was present when 
the seizure was made, and he distinctly 
states that, although some subordinate 
Persian official was present, he took uo 
part in the seizure, that the Consul 
General and his assistauts took ih 
initiative in the matter, and that the 
Persian official took a back place; and 
he concludes his statement by sayin 
that if it had not been for the part 
taken by the British officials, the couds 
would not have been delivered up, as 
the Persians had no right to enter the 
premises where they were stored. That 
is the statement of Mr. Dharwar, a part- 
ner in the firm of Messrs. Fracis Times 
and Company, merchants, carrying on 
business in London and at Bushire, and 
he is quite prepared to substantiate that 
statement upon oath. That was in 
December of last year. In January of 
the present year a further seizure was 
made. A cargo of arms on board an 
English vessel known as the Beluchistan, 
which had been shipped in a perfectly 
open manner from this country and 
marked with either Bushire or Muscat as 
their port of destination, were seized by 
the commander of H.M.S. Lapwing on 
the high seas, somewhere off Muscat, and 
handed over by him to the British Consul 
at that place. Now, Sir, the action of 
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illegal. Either they were justified in 
taking this course, or they were not ; and 
that is the direct issue which I wish to 
place before the House. Mr. Justice 
Bigham, in the case to which I have 
already incidentally referred, most dis- 
tinctly gave it as his opinion that at 
least one of these seizures was illegal. 
The particulars of that case are these: 
An action was brought by a firm of mer- 
chants (Fracis Times and Company, to 
whom I have already referred) against 
the Sea Insurance Company to recover 
damages for loss of some of the goods 
shipped on the Beluchistan under a policy 
of marine insurance. The defence was 
that the insurance company were not in- 
formed of the supposed prohibition, 
which, had it been disclosed, would have 
affected their risk, and that the trade 
was contrary to Persian law. Mr. Justice 
Bigham decided that the trade had been 
openly conducted, and that if the so- 
called prohibition was effective at all for 
any purpose, it was merely for the 
purpose of enabling the representa- 
tive of the Shah to levy heavy duties 
upon the goods imported. He believed 
that the seizure by the Lapwing was due 
to the action of the British authorities 
only ; that the importation of arms was 
not contrary to the law of Persia as 
administered and practised, and was cer- 
tainly not contrary to the law of Eng- 
land, and he gave judgment for the 
plaintiffs with costs, and refused a stay 
of execution, stating that he considered 
the underwriters ought to pay. Well, 
assuming that decision to be good law, 1 
fail to see upon what ground the British 
Foreign Office can justify their action 
in assisting the Persian Government to 
enforce a bogus prohibition against 
British subjects, whom and whose trading 
interests it is their first duty to protect. 
But even supposing, for the sake of argu- 
ment, that this was not a bogus pro- 
hibition, but a real and effective prohibi- 
tion, what right had the Persian Govern- 
ment to call upon the British Govern- 
ment to assist them in enforcing it 
against goods upon which they them- 
selves had actually received the import 
duties. Then, too, as regards the goods 


seized on the Beluchistan, again assum- 
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Mr. Lowe. 


{COMMONS} 


to be made was either legal or it was 








Bill. 


still it seems to me that the action «i 
Her Majesty's Government was still a 
little hasty and premature, because no 
Persian prohibition could be said to 
apply to the high seas, and I have 
already shown that it did not apply tc 
Muscat. Indeed, I hold in my hand 
copies of two letters from the Sultan 
of Muscat, in which he states that no 
such prohibition exists in his territory, 
and that the entry of arms and ammuni- 
tion is perfectly free, open, and welcome. 
And the Government might, I think, at 
least have waited to see whether the 
goods would be landed in Persia or not 
before they seized them. It was, in the 
first instance, alleged, as I have already 
said, that these arms were finding their 
way to the Afridis and other hostile 
tribes on the north-west frontier of India 
to be used against our own soldiers. 
Well, if that suggestion had been well 
founded I should have been the first to 
say the Government were bound to take 
the action which they did take, and I am 
certain the Birmingham gun manufac- 
turers, whom I represent, would not have 
uttered a single syllable of complaint, 
however much they might have lost or 
been damaged by the transaction. But, 
after full inquiries, it turns out tha 
there is not, and never has been, the 
slightest shadow of foundation for this 
allegation, and the idea has now, I under. 
stand, been entirely abandoned by the 
Under Secretary as a reason for the 
course which he has pursued. Now, 
what I want to get at is, what are the 
reasons on which the Foreign Office now 
rely to justify the action which they 
have taken in this matter? So far as 
can be gathered from answers given by 
the Under Secretary of State to ques- 
tions addressed to him in this House 
and to the deputation which waited upon 
him, his reasons may be briefly sum- 
marised as follows :—In the first place, 
the right honourable Gentleman persists 
in saying that this was an illicit trade, 
and therefore liable to be stopped at any 
moment; secondly, that the Shah 
thought that the tribes in and round 
Persia were becoming too effectively and 
too heavily armed, which he considered 
constituted a source of menace and 
danger to certain portions of his 
dominions, and therefore he had called 
upon the English Government to assist 
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him in preventing any further importa- 
tions of arms ; and lastly, that the British 
Government also thought that certain not 
very clearly defined British interests 
and other branches of British trade 
might be prejudicially affected by simi- 
lar causes; and the right honourable 
Gentleman gave as instances of what he 
meant:—That robbery and piracy on 
the Gulf had lately been increasing ; 
that there had been a native rising at a 
place called Mekran; and that Mr. 
Graves, an official of the Indo-European 
Telegraph Company,-had been murdered, 
Well, I have already dealt with the 
description of this trade as _ illicit. 
According to Mr. Justice Bigham it wai 
not contrary to the law of England or 
Persia, and it was certainly not contra 
band in the ordinary acceptation of the 
term, because it was carried on in an 
open manner, and the heavy import 
duties which the Persian officials 
demanded were cheerfully and readily 
paid, so that I fail to see how the term 
“illicit” can be correctly applied to this 
trade. As to the rising at Mekran, it 
turns out that this was not at all for- 
midable, that the insurgents were poorly 
and imperfectly armed, and that they 
had no breach-loading guns. And lastly, 
it turns out that poor Mr. Graves was 
killed with knives, and not with guns at 
all. Well, these reasons might have been 
considered sufficiently valid reasons for 
interference if the trade had been stopped 
gradually, and if a fair and reasonable 
amount of notice and warning had been 
given. That, however, would have been 
a very different matter to pouncing down 
upon these unfortunate traders all at 
once, and without the slightest warning. 
There may exist some good and sufficient 
reasons which have not yet been dis- 
closed, some set of circumstances of 
which we are at present ignorant. If so, 
these circumstances should at once be 
openly stated. But, apart from any 
such undisclosed reasons being assigned, 
I think that the Government might at 
least have insisted that a fair amount of 
notice and warning should have been 
given before they allowed British trading 
interests to be interfered with in this 
wav. But my object in raising this ques- 
tion is not to bring an indictment 
against the Government in respect of the 
past so much as it is to ask them to see 
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if- some adequate remedy cannot be 
found for the undoubted injury which 
has been inflicted. These manufacturers 
have had a large and remunerative branch 
of their trade entirely stopped and done 
away with. They have been deprived 
of property of very considerable value, 
and a large number of their workpeople 
have been thrown out of employment. 
Resolutions condemning the action of tne 
Government and asking for redress have 
been passed by several large meetings of 
people interested in the gun trade in 
Birmingham, and similar resolutions 
have been passed by such influential 
bodies as the Birmingham Chamber of 
Commerce and the Guardians of the Bir- 
mingham Proof House. Now, it is a 
well-known part of the declared and 
recognised policy of the Government and 
the Unionist Party to foster and en- 
courage rather than to hamper and to 
hinder British trade in all parts of the 
world wherever it may be found. And 
if it can be proved, as I believe it can be 
proved if an impartial inquiry is held 
in this case, that an injustice has been 
committed, and that the Government 
have, it may be unwittingly, proceeded 
with an unnecessary degree of severity 
and without sufficient regard to the inte. 
rests of British trade—then I respectfully 
submit that the only means by which 
they can now conform to this prominent 
feature of Unionist policy is for them- 
selves to take the initiative in removing 
that injustice, and in compensating 
those who have suffered under it ; or they 
should, at the very least, restore this 
property to its rightful owners and 
make them compensation for the damage 
they have sustained owing to its deten- 
tion for so long a time. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): I had in- 
tended to speak at some length on the 
subject of this Debate, upon the point to 
which my honourable Friend the Member 
for Mayo has called attention. I think 
that point has been entirely justified 
by the arguments brought forward, and 
therefore I shall confine myself to a few 
words on something which has gone out 
of sight largely owing to the pre-occupa- 
tion of our minds with the Chinese ques- 
tion. I must remind the House that the 
question of Crete is only slumbering. It 
would be a great mistake to suppose that 
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because the island is comparatively quiet 
that danger may not occur—dangers 
which will arise owing to the differences 
on either side, which may in all proba- 
bility bring us a crisis like that of two 
years ago in Crete. One great step 1s 
the recognition by the Powers of the 
right of self-government of the island. 
There has been such very long delay in 
establishing autonomy, and it is some- 
thing to congratulate ourselves upon that 
at last we have the constitution of a 
Cretan Assembly, and the recognition of 
its Executive, because that shows that the 
Governments of this and other Powers of 
Europe are alive to the necessity of recog- 
nising the self-government of Crete in 
some practical form. I do not deny that 
sometimes a provisional arrangement has 
great merit, because it often forms the 
basis of a permanent arrangement to be 
formed on the basis of the provisional 
one; but there is great danger still, con- 


sidering the animosity of the two reli- 


gions, and trouble may again aris2. 
We know that the people at Constanti- 
nople and the wicked, crafty, and malig- 
nant figure who sits at the head of the 
administration would be only too glad to 
take advantage of any difficulties that 
might arise, in the hope that he would 
get something back out of it. I would 
therefore urge the Government to en- 
deavour to arrive at some permanent 
sclution, and not allow the Government 
to remain longer in abeyance, and also 
that they should get rid of the Turkish 
troops. Apparently the Admirals them- 
selves are of opinion that they 
should go, and the Government will be 
well advised, therefore, if they take steps 
to convey to the Sultan that the Turkish 
troops must go, and thev will not have 
the island tampered with, and that any 
attempt at insurrection will receive no 
tolerance at their hands. I join with 
the other honourable Members who have 
spoken in congratulating the right 
honourable Gentleman the Under Secre- 
tarv of State on the arduous and honour- 
able duty to which he has been called. 
Although we regret his absence here, we 
heartily wish him well, and I hope it will 
be possible for the right honourable 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Treasury 
to give us some assurance that the 
Government have their attention fixed 
upon this very difficult question. 
Mr. Bryce. 


{COMM 








‘S} Bill. 860, 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I can see, I think, that some 
answer is due to my right honourable 
Friend behind me. I have no right to 
address the House again, but perhaps I 
shall be granted a certain amount of in- 
dulgence in this matter. As regards 
Crete, I am not disposed to differ from 
the view which the right honourable 
Gentleman takes as to the difficulties 
which still await us in dealing with 
that island. I am far from taking an 
optimistic view in the one sense, at all 
events, of supposing that our difficulties 
are at an end or that the solution of 
them is easy. Our difficulties are not at 
an end, nor is the solution easy, and I am 
the person to admit it. Now, having 
said so much of Crete, I ought to say 
that I can by no means concur in the 
truth of the picture as drawn by the 
honourable Member for Mayo of ths 
present condition of Candia. There 
are 53,000 refugee Mussulmans there 
who have been driven from their 
homes, and there are 700 British 
troops ‘there, but I think the ditf- 
culties are being adequately met at 
the present time, and that great as 
are the embarrassments of the situation 
a conspicuous measure of success is now 
being obtained. So far from Candia 
affording unfavourable contrasts to other 
towns in Crete, I believe that precisely 
the reverse is the case, and if it is any 
comfort to the honourable Gentlemen 
who seem to think otherwise I can tell 
them that a weekly bazaar which has 
been instituted in the port is a great 
success, and as much as £1,000 of trade 
has been done in a single day. Now, 
turning from this question, which I don’t 
presume to say is exhausted by these 
very few remarks, and turning to the 
subject to which the honourable Member 
behind me referred—the importation of 
arms into Persia—I would venture to 
remind him that, while he comes forward 
as representing his constituency in this 
matter, the trade in arms does not 
concern Birmingham manufacturers so 
much as Belgian manufacturers. In 
many cases both the rifles, guns, and 
cartridges which had _ been _ illicitly 
imported. were made, not in this country, 
but in Belgium. I will not labour the 
point; the honourable Gentleman has 
made a claim for compensation to those 
merchants whose goods were seized in the 
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Persian Gulf, under the authority of the 
Persian Government and that of the 
Sultan of Muscat. What is the basis 
upon which he bases his claim? He 
admits, as everybody must admit, that 
the trade in arms is an illicit one, but 
he says though illicit it has been carried 
on ever since 1880, and though in 1890 
there was some talk of prohibition, it was 
always found possible by merchants in- 
terested to get round prohibition by pay- 
ing extra duty to the Persian Govern- 
ment. 


Appropriation 


*Mr. LOWE: There was no prohibition 
in 1890. The only prohibition was in 
1881, which was purely nominal. 


Tue FIRST LORD or rue TREA- 
SURY: I have no reference here, but I 
think my honourable Friend is mistaken. 
I think there was a prohibition subse- 
quent to 1881, but I ventured to point 
out to my honourable Friend that these 
manufacturers, or exporters rather—for 
this is an exporter’s rather than a manu- 
facturer’s question—knew that their 
trade was illicit. I think that cannot be 
denied, because in the first place the 
very fact that they gave these extra 
duties is clear evidence. At the same 
time, it is true that in Eastern countries 
a little judicious expenditure of money 
may do a good deal to get round the 
best known and best established custom. 
The fact that for year after year it has 
been possible to carry on the trade, in 
spite of arbitrary and heavy duties, does 
not and ought not really to justify those 
who carry it on in making complaint 
when the law has interfered. My 
honourable Friend appears to think that 
the importers, or exporters, whichever 
they choose to call themselves, carried on 
this trade with an absolute assurance that 
nobody would resent it. I think there 
are facts which conclusively prove that 
that is not the case. My honourable 
Friend asserts that that traffic was always 
carried on in the most open way, and 
that no precautions were taken for con- 
cealment. But the fact which has been 
brought to my notice is that in many 
cases considerable pains have been taken 
to conceal both the destination and the 
character of these goods. In two cases 
I am informed that the goods were con- 
signed to individuals who repudiated 


absolutely the fact that they were the 
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consignees, and in other cases that rifles. 
have been described as hardware in the 
bill of lading; and although that may 
not be an absolutely inaccurate descrip- 
tion nobody can say that it is calculated 
to give much information to the Customs 
House officers, and it cannot be said 
therefore that this trade has been 
carried on in the light of day under those 
circumstances. I believe, however, that 
the people interested have been informed 
that applications for intervention on their 
behalf will be entertained if they can 
prove that the arms seized were not con- 
signed to Persia, and if sent there they 
were sent there with the permission of 
the Persian Government. This proof, as 
I understand, none of these gentlemen 
have yet attempted to give. It is a 
matter of a purely legal aspect, and must 
be so dealt with. But let me say in addi- 
tion, and in conclusion, that when my 
honourable Friend brings this forward 
as a case which requires the intervention 
of the Unionist Government on the 
ground that the Unionist Government is 
deeply committed to the policy of in- 
creasing British export trade, then I can- 
not admit the validity of his arguments. 
Whatever else the Unionist Government 
may be committed to, it is not committed 
to the furtherance of smuggling or to the 
introduction of any goods into any 
country which by its laws prohibits 
the introduction of such goods. In the 
second place, I would venture to point 
out to my honourable Friend that even 
from the point of view of British exports 
it is extremely inimical to British trade 
to export arms into the Persian Gulf. 
The Persian Government and the Sultan 
of Muscat both complain of the ill effects 
upon the order of their country 
through the easy access of arms, and our 
own information is that the introduction 
of arms does tend to those acts of piracy 
and highway robbery and general dis- 
order which are some of the great obsta- 
cles to the augmentation of British in- 
terests in the Persian Gulf. While I think 
my honourable Friend has no particular 
ground upon which to base the claim he 
makes on behalf of those for whom he 
speaks, on the broader ground of legiti- 
mate British commerce. I would venture 
to say that this House ought to do all 
in its power to discourage the importation 
of arms against the laws of the countries 
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themselves—laws which are well defined 
—under which our commercial interests 
have grown up in those remote regions. 
Mr. R. WALLACE (Edinburgh, E.): I 
am sorry that I must ask the indulgence 
of the House while I recall to its atten- 
tion the Chinese aspect of the Debate. I 
should not have troubled the House upon 
this subject had I not found myself in a 
singular position, which I am anxious to 
explain. I made every effort in my 
power to attract attention when this aspect 
of the Debate was more in evidence, 
but I have only been successful now in 
the operation of catching your eye. ‘The 
Debate upon this subject this afternoon, 
slthough it is very much what I might 
call a select Party attack upon the policy 
of Lord Salisbury and his Government, 
and although, under ordinary circum- 
stances, it is perfectly fair to discredit 
and blacken our opponents as much as 
the laws and the manners of decency will 
permit, I think there are peculiar circum- 
stances connected with the Chinese ques- 
tion which do not make any attack upon 
this side of the House, entirely of that 
character, because we all know 
that Lord Salisbury is exposed to 
attack upon his policy, not only 
from this side of the House, 
but also from the other. It seems to me 
that Conservatives and Radicals alike are 
doing all they can to goad Lord Salisbury 
into a policy of Jingoism, and of terri- 
torial annexation in China, into a war 
against Powers more formidable than our- 
selves, from a military point of view, in 
order to enforce the policy of what is 
called the “open door.” I think that is 
a disastrous mistake, and is the effect of 
the Jingoism and military discussions 
which have prevailed in connection with 
this matter. I think that Lord Salisbury 
in many respects is, at the present 
moment, one of the safeguards against 
the prevalence of this disastrous view of 
things, because, in the first place—and 
in that respect he should be encouraged, 
supported, and thanked by all those who 
view matters from the point of view in 
which I believe he regards them himself 
—I think, from all I can see, that Lord 
Salisbury, and those of his party who 
adhere to him, is distinctly anti-Jingo at 
heart. He does not look upon military 


success as the greatest glory of this or 
any other country, but he regards indus- 
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try as in every respect the highest British 
interest. The “Rule, Britannia,” people 
are anxious to pick a quarrel in order to 
show that we are always able to thrash 
creation. Lord Salisbury is, no doubt, 
prepared for any emergency, but is not 
going to expend his energy in trifles ; but 
to wait until, in unavoidable self-defence, 
he could do something with success where 
the game is worth the candle. ‘Some say 
we did not do so in Port Arthur. The 
great question is, do the Government 
mean to fight for Port Arthur, or to risk 
a fight? If you do not, you should not 
bluff, and give foreign countries the 
cpportunity of speculating upon the ques- 
tion of why does a donkev eat thistles, 
with reference to yourselves. I think 
there is a great deal of the wise Little 
Englander in Lord Salisbury—the sort 
of Little Englander who does not regard 
England, as fat and bloated Engiand 
seeking to throw on more superfluous 
flesh, and ready to burst with supertiuous 
blood, but rather as a spare, lithe, and 
agile England, with all its faculties 
braced up, ready to aim at the true great- 
ness of nations—wealth, civilisation, and 
justice. I am glad, therefore, to have 
broken out from the position of seeming 
to encourage what I consider to be the 
bad influence which prevails in this coun- 
try. The tendency of the typical John 
3ull is to regard the world generally as 
made for his occupation, and he takes 
it as a duty to himself to put down, by 
means of armies and navies, all those 
greedy and impudent nationalities wno 
wish to get a share for themselves. I 
prefer what I understand to be Lord 
Salisbury’s attitude, to what I understand 
to be the attitude of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Secretary for the Colonies, 
who appears to me to be filled with the 
desire to take and annex, wherever and 
whatever he can, all over the world, what- 
ever may be the cost, whether it be a 
white elephant like Uganda—although I 
do not say he had the determining voice 
in the policy—where we know there can 
never be any trade, and where we send 
British soldiers to shoot down our pro- 
spective customers, and where our trade 
at best can only be a few hundreds of 
saucepans from Birmingham, or whether 
they be other places all over the world, 
with the result that the Germans rush in 
and trade in places where they have 
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never had to pay the cost of the stall or 
anything else. The right honourable 
Gentleman reminds me of the man who 
is continually haunting auction rooms 
and remnant sales in order to pick up 
whatever he can lay his hands on, at what- 
ever cost, under the idea that it will be 
in the end a _ splendid investment. 
Nothing discourages him; we know he 
will buy paralytic eight-day clocks with 
neither springs nor pendulums, old guns 
and pistols. which are a kind of life insur- 
ance to the enemy 50 yards in front of 
them, bales of cotton and wool, too old 
for use, old horses, which are only fit to 
go to the knacker’s yard, novels, that 
will, by and by, come under the operation 
of the sanitary authorities, and be 
speedily demolished, and who answers all 
advice by saying, ““ Who knows what great 
bargains they may turn out to be to 
either myself or my children?” But we 
know what the result is; he never gets 
any offer for what he has acquired, and 
when he has passed away the whole 
absurd museum is bundled out neck and 
crop by the people to whom it has been 
left, to the marine store dealer or to the 
pawnbroker, and is disposed of at a very 
small song indeed. That seems to me 
to be a parallel of the extravagant terri- 
torial acquisition in all its aspects, and I 
am glad, therefore, that there should 
be a man with Lord Salisbury’s con- 
victions in these matters, who may 
prove a check to some extent to 
the policy of the right honourable Gentle- 
man the Secretary to the Colonies. 
I believe Lord Salisbury is at heart a 
very great free trader. If he was not, I 
am perfectly sure he would have jumped 
at the suggestion of British State rail- 
ways to be set up in China, as against 
foreign State railways, constructed by 
foreign Powers at very great expense to 
themselves, and which will be of as great 
advantage to all those connected with 
trade as those who constructed them, 
because they must get back their capital, 
and they cannot shut out the class that 
brings it back. There is also the advan- 
tage that was so clearly put and dwelt 
upon by the honourable and gallant Mem- 
ber. I think, from his action—-Lord 
Salisbury’s action—he must be a believer 
in what I may call the self-assertive and 
penetrating powers of the free trade prin- 
ciple, to advance the trade of the country 
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—the doctrine which Peel summed up 
by saying that free exports could always 
be made to fight hostile tariffs, the doc- 
trine which I am sorry to see had so 
plentiful a douche of cold water thrown 
upon it a night or two ago. I wish in 
this connection to state a few facts con- 
nected with the matter. I shall only 
mention four. Take the case of the 
U.S.A, which is a high tariff country. 
Our trade there has increased in 10 years 
from £117,000,000 to £130,000,000. In 
France it has increased from £58,000,000 
to £67,000,000. In Germany from 
£50,000,000 to £59,000,000, and in 
Russia itself from £23,000,000 to 
£35,000,000. It is no use after that to 
tell me that hostile tariffs can spoil our 
trade. That is a fact which speaks for 
itself, and it ought not to be left out of 
sight in connection with the Chinese com- 
plications and difficulties. And the 
foreign trade would have been still better 
if the people of this country had thought 
more, and attended to their own interests 
—if the fruit of their labours and indus- 
tries and technical education had received 
the share of attention to which it is 
entitled, and which even now is not 
attended to as it ought to be. I should 
not be surprised to find that Lord Salis- 
bury is not desirous of making a war to 
the death in favour of the “open door.” 
At all events, I have not seen that he 
has extended the suggestion re Mel- 
bourne. I am content to wait before I 
pass any condemnation, or do anything 
to weaken the hand of Lord Salisbury at 
the present juncture. Up to now I have 
not seen any substantial ground of com- 
plaint made against him. I know the 
attack this afternoon was very smart and 
clever in its own way, and it pointed to 
details which no doubt they would have 
been glad to reverse; but I have been 
looking at the leading points and ten- 
dencies of Lord Salisbury in this matter, 
and I for one, until he makes some 
gigantic and disastrous contradiction of 
the principles by which I believe him to 
be animated, will not pass upon him an 
indiscriminate condemnation. I will 
hope that the best obtainable results will 
come out of the difficulties in which not 
only he but the whole country is at 
present involved, and until that comes 
about I shall regard him as advocating 
and standing up for and championing 
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the policy that is really for the true 
benefit of this country. And I will do 
all I can, all in my power, in my humble 
way to encourage him to make the stand 
he has hitherto made, greatly to his 
credit, against those of his own Party who 
are seeking to lead him into what 1 
believe to be disastrous courses. If he 
has shown a want of firmness in one 
respect,-he has not shown it in resisting 
those who endeavour to influence him to 
the peri! of this country. 


Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): I have 
risen to draw attention to a matter of 
considerable importance. My object is 
to ask the Solicitor General, in the ab- 
sence of the right honourable Gentleman 
the Attorney General, and the right 
honourable Gentleman the Home Secre- 
tary, a few questions with regard to 
an election which recently took place in 
the town of Grimsby. It is unfortunately 
well known all over the country—it is 
notorious—that allegations have been 
made that corrupt practices have pre- 
vailed in Grimsby at the election upon 
the most extensive and open scale. I 
need hardly say I am not making any 
attack upon the sitting Member. 


Mr. R. G. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, 
E.): I rise to a point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. Is it in order for an honourable 
Member to refer to an election at a time 
when the period during which a petition 
may be lodged has not yet expired? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must say that I 
think it is most unusual. 


Sir J. MACLURE (Lancashire, Stret- 
ford): I think if I may be allowed to 
say so, that it is disgraceful. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is 

a most unusual course, and I think it 
is out of order. The honourable Mem- 
ber is now about to go into the allega- 
tions that there was bribery and corrup- 
tion at the Great Grimsby election. That, 
I understand, is his object ? 


Mr. LEWIS: Yes. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Such allegations 
may be true or they may nor, 
Mr. Wallace. 
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but it appears to me to be quite 
irregular to discuss that question in this 
House. Supposing an election petition 
had been lodged, very clearly it would be 
out of order to ask this House to discuss 
or pass judgment upon a matter which is 
under consideration in an election court. 
The same reasoning must apply if the 
21 days, which is the period within which 
a petition may be presented, have not 
elapsed. I think it would be quite out of 
order for the honourable Gentleman to 
enter into a discussion as to whether cor- 
ruption took place at an election when 
the 21 days have not expired within 
which a petition may be lodged. 


Mr. LEWIS: Perhaps you will allow 
me, upon the question of order, Sir, to 
draw attention, apart from any question 
that may arise upon the petition to 
section 45 of the Corrupt and Tliegal 
Practices Prevention Act of 1883 and to 
section 2 of the Prosecution of Offences 
Act, 1879, and the Criminal Law Prose- 
cution of Offences Act, 1884. What I 
wish to submit is that this is a question 
which properly arises on the Vote for the 
Attorney General and the Home Office. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I understand that the 
honourable Gentleman was alleging 
bribery and corruption at the Great 
Grimsby election. That is a matter 
which cannot be discussed now. If the 
honourable Member tells me that he is 
in a position to state to the House that 
some specific misdemeanor, upon which 
a prosecution might be undertaken, has 
been brought to the notice of the 
Attorney General personally or of the 
Public Prosecutor, and that they have 
declined to take action upon it, I would 
not prevent him from commenting upos 
their action, but he must go as far as 
that to entitle him to go into the matter 
at all. 


Mr. LEWIS: I will submit it to you, 
Sir, in this form—I am speaking upon 
the point of order. The House is about 
to separate for six months. A petition 
may or may not be lodged, and, having 
regard to the special and peculiar cir- 
cumstances of the case, it is improbable 
that it will be lodged. I am bringing 
forward this question—— 








yw 
to 
on 


rail 

to 
eS 
se- 


on 
he 


the 
ng 
eat 


hat 


has 
the 
the 
ave 
uld 
po: 


tter 


"Ou, 
pon 
out 
rion 
ring 
cir- 
able 


ring 





8€9 Appropriation 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the 
honourable Member to address himself to 
the point of order. 


Mr. LEWIS: Upon the point of order 
I would ask whether it is not in order 
to discuss what should be the policy of 
the Attorney General or the Home Office 
during the Recess, as we have been just 
discussing what the policy of the Foreign 
Office should be. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not a case 
of discussing the policy of the Attorney 
General. It is asking the House to 
enter into a general discussion as to 
whether bribery and corruption existed 
at the Grimsby election, and that I cer- 
tainly cannot allow. It would not be in 


order. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) rose. [Cries of “Order! ”| 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the honourable 
Member is going to address himself to 
the point of order which has been taken 
by the other honourable Member, I can- 
not allow him to proceed. I cannot allow 
any further discussion. I have already 
given my decision twice. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Quite so. I 
understand your ruling to be this: If 
there were specific cases which would 
constitute a misdemeanor or a felony 
within the words of the Act, and which 
would make the persons liable for prose- 
cution, then it would be within the com- 
petence of this House to discuss that 
question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I did not say that. 
What I said that if the 
honourable Member was prepared to 
assert that a specific case had been 
brought to the knowledge of the 
Attorney General or the Public Prosecutor 
and those officers had refused to take anv 
action upon such knowledge, then he 
might invite the House to consider their 
conduct. 


was, 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): 
There is one matter upon which I had 
given notice to move a reduction on the 
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Report of the Public Education (Scot- 
land) Vote, but as that Report fell under 
the Automatic Closure, I am compelled 
to bring the subject up on the Second 
Reading of the Appropriation Bill. I 
refer to the inadequacy of the provision 
in Scotland for training teachers in train- 
ing colleges. No promise has been given 
that more adequate provision will be 
made, and even no admission that 
additional provision is required. The 
most important factor in education is 
the personnel and the professional qualifi- 
ations of the teachers. There are two 
classes of certificated teachers—those who 
have had a two years’ education and 
training at a training college and those 
who have not had that training, but who 
obtained their certificates through being 
acting teachers and passing the examina- 
tion for admission of teachers. Train- 
ing colleges stand to the teaching pro- 
fession in the same relation as university 
training and education stand to the legal 
or medical profession. A man might, no 
doubt, be skilled as a lawyer or as a 
physician who has never studied within 
the walls of a university, but, all the 
same, he would have been the better for 
such education and training; whilst 
the policy of the country has 
always been, wherever possible, to 
encourage such higher education and 
training. The examination for the 
teacher’s certificate is the same for 
both the trained and the untrained 
teacher, but the results of the examina- 
tion show the immense superiority of the 
trained over the untrained teacher. All 
inspectors are agreed as to the superiority 
of the trained teacher, and some of the 
reports make repeated complaints of the 
increasing number and inefficiency of un- 
trained teachers. It is obvious, there- 
fore, that it ought to be the policy of 
the Education Department to encourage 
and cultivate in every way the supply of 
trained teachers. In Scotland there are, 
in round numbers, 10,000 certificated 
teachers. The Department calculate the 
annual waste at 6 per cent., thus reauir- 
ing an annual addition of 600 teachers 
to the ranks of certificated teachers. in 
ovder to meet the annual waste. The 
accommodation in the training colleges 
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has been practically stationary for many 
years, whilst the school attendance has 
been steadily and annually increasing, 
the average attendance having increased 
last year by 2.1 per cent. Even with an 
addition to the accommodation recently 
provided, the accommodation in the 
training colleges is capable of producing 
an annual output of only 550 students, 
and that upon the assumption that every 
inch of room is occupied in every training 
college. In addition, there are the 
university graduates, who last year 
numbered 40, and received certificates as 
teachers. Even if we include these, the 
provision in training colleges is barely 
sufficient to meet the annual waste. But, 
as I have already stated, the average 
school attendance is annually increasing, 
the increase last year being 2.1 per cent., 
thus requiring an addition of 210 
certificated teachers annually to meet 
the increasing average attendance, 
and for which no_ provision what- 
ever is made in training colleges. 
But, further, within the past few years 
large sums of money have been given to 
encourage the teaching of higher or secon- 
dary education in State-aided schools, 
which has created an extra demand for 
highly-trained teachers. The Local Taxa- 
tion (Scotland) Bill, which has just 
passed this House, gives a still further 
sum of £49,000 per annum to be applied 
for the purposes of secondary education 
in Scotland, in the benefits of which, no 
doubt, State-aided schools will partici- 
pate, and which will still further increase 
the demand for highly trained teachers. 
But, as I have already pointed out, the 
accommodation in the training colleges 
is only sufficient to provide for the annual 
waste without any provision whatever for 
the annual increasing school attendance, 
or this increasing demand for certificated 
trained teachers. Even the Superannua- 
tion of Teachers Bill which has passed 
this House may be expected to increase 
the demand for certificated trained 
teachers. The pension being pro 
vided out of Imperial funds instead of 
Mr. Caldwell. 








{COMMONS} Bill. 872 


out of the local rates, school managers 
will be more willing to encourage resigna- 
tions of superannuated teachers, whilst 
the vacancies will have to be filled up by 
certificated trained teachers. The district 
having suffered through the incompe- 
tency by age of the teacher, it will be 
necessary, in order to compensate for the 
neglect of the past, to make all the better 
provision for the future. School boards 
and school managers all over Scotland 
are feeling the dearth of certificated 
trained teachers, and as a natural conse- 
quence of the restriction of the supply, 
the salaries of these teachers are being 
artificially raised, with the result that 
the poorer localities, who probably most 
need education to lift them out of their 
poverty, are compelled to employ inferior 
teachers. Dr. Ross, rector of the Church 
of Scotland Training College in Glasgow, 
and a member of the Glasgow school 
board, stated recently that the demand 
for trained teachers was such that every 
student who had completed his course 
in that college received an appointment 
within a few weeks of receiving his 
certificate, and that there were no certifi- 
cated trained teachers on hand to meet 
the increasing demands made throughout 
the rest of the year. Whilst there is 
this demand for trained teachers, there 
are hundreds who have served their time 
and passed their examination as pupil 
teachers, and who have successfully 
passed the examination qualifying for 
admission to the training college, who 
cannot get admission simply because 
there is not room. Passes at the examina- 
tion, either in the first class or in the 
second class, qualify for admission to the 
training college. A girl from Lanark- 
shire had served as a pupil teacher, and 
passed all her examinations as pupil 
teacher, and had passed in the first class 
at the examination for admission to the 
Free Church Training College, Glasgow. 
Yet she was refused admission, simply 
because there was not room. The matter 
having been brought under the notice of 
the Scotch Education Department, the 
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following was the cold, callous, and un- 
sympathetic reply— 

“T am directed to state that an addition has 
recently been made to the number of students 
admitted to training colleges, but my Lords 


are unable to say that there is present prospect 
of this number being further increased.” 


It is no doubt true that the girl may 
eventually obtain a certificate as an 
acting teacher on passing the requisite 
examination. But, then, she loses for 
herself the benefit of two years study 
and training in a training college. She 
loses the pecuniary benefit which the 
possession of a certificate of a trained 
teacher gives over that of one not so 
trained, whilst the education of the coun- 
try loses through having an untrained, 
instead of a trained, teacher. It would 
be grossly unfair even if one individual 
should so suffer, but the case is not an 
isolated one, but a typical one, and 
has been the case of hundreds in the 
past. The training colleges were 
denominational in name. The whole cost 
of the annual maintenance was borne on 
the Imperial Estimates, so that the 
Government fully recognised their 
responsibility. The Report of the Scotch 
Education Department for the past year 
was extremely satisfactory, so far as 
attendance at school was concerned. 
Whilst the population had increased bv 
only .8 per cent., the school registers 
had increased by 1.05 per cent., and the 
average attendance by 2.1 per cent. 
During the last 10 years’ the 
average attendance had increased 21.34 
per cert., or an annual average of 2.1 
per cent., which was being steadily main- 
tained. The average attendance now 
stands as high as 87.56 per cent. for 
infants; 83.65 for older scholars, with 
an average percentage of 84.45 of the 
total scholars on the registers. Whilst 
the children are going to school at as 
early an age as formerly, they are remain- 
ing longer at school. Thus, whilst the 
total school register has increased during 
the past year by 1.05 per cent., the 
number of children on the school register 
over 13 years of age was 1,329, or an 
increase of 2.1 per cent. of these older 
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scholars as compared with the preceding 
year. The number of children over 13 
years of age in 1893 was only 47,617. 
The number last year has risen to 
60,043, an increase of 26 per cent. 
in four years, showing a considerable and 
steady increase in the number of the 
older scholars on the school register. 
Whilst the average attendance and the 
attendance of older scholars were greatly 
increasing the education results were 
much to be deplored. The statistics 
given in the Report do not show sepa- 
rately for comparison the number of 
children between the ages of 11 and 13, 
but give only the gross total of those 
between 7 and 13. But, even if we take 
the increased number of children over 13 
years of age (1,329), all of whom are 
qualified by age to be in Standards V., 
VI., or ex-VI., we find that, instead of 
there being an increase in these stan- 
dards, there has actually been a decrease 
of 66 children as compared with the pre- 
ceding year. It has been said that these 
older children are most probably the 
children of the well-to-do or better class 
of the community ; but, if so, that surely 
is all the greater reason why we should 
expect to find them in these upper stan- 
dards. Take another test. In the year 
1894 the average attendance in the upper 
standards above Standard IIT. formed 
33.4 per cent. of the total average attend- 
ance, and the increased attendance of 
that year was in the same proportion. 
The percentage in the higher standards 
is gradually falling, till last year it has 
fallen to 32.9 per cent. But what is 
more remarkable still is, that of the total 
increase of 12,724 of average attendance, 
only 1,910, or only about one-seventh in- 
stead of one-third, were in the upper 
standards. The decline in one year may 
not be such as to create much attention, 
but it indicates a decline in educational 
results, which is bound to make itself 
felt in course of time, and is a decline 
which, even if a remedy were now 
applied, would take years to remedy. 
This decline is the natural result of the 
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change which has taken place in the 
examination of schools, and of the want 
of an adequate supply of trained teachers. 
It may be said that statistics may be 
made to prove anything, but, if so, that 
may be a good argument for discarding 
statistics altogether, and for saving the 
expense of compiling and printing the 
mass of the educational statistics. But 
so long as the Department compile and 
publish the statistics, so long are we 
entitled to draw the natural conclusion 
derivable from a comparison and con- 
sideration of these statistics. As regards 
the standards, they are such that children 
of 11 years of age may, and do, easily 
pass the Fifth Standard. The Scotch 
Education Department thus say of the 
standards— 

“The standard has been fixed with reference 
to the capacity not of the bright, nor even 
of the average child, but of the scholar of only 
moderate ability, with respect to whom it is, 
of course, assumed that he has been properly 
classed, that he has passed the standard of 


the previous year, and that he has been under 
tolerable regular instruction since.” 


The school attendance originally required 
was 250 half-day or 125 full-day attend- 
ances, and the standard was fixed with 
reference to the capacity of a child who 
might receive that minimum of instruc- 
tion. Some years ago, the Scotch Educa- 
tion Reports could point to a steady and 
annually increasing number in the higher 
standards. This past year, notwithstand- 
ing a large increase in the number of 
older scholars, the numbers in the higher 
standards actually show a decrease. A 
declaration ought to be brought before 
the notice of the Government, that if 
we were able to give £49,000 towards 
secondary education, it is utterly unfair 
that we should not have a proper supply 
of teachers to provide the necessary 
teaching for the scholars. 


Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): It is 
my duty to bring to the notice of the 
fouse, and also of the Government, the 
practices which have taken place in my 
constituency. I have already brought to 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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the notice of the House the evictions of 
Michael McMahon, of Carrigaholt, and 
Matt Fennell, of Kilballyowen, and I also 
wish to bring to your notice the cruel and 
heartless eviction of William Kileen, of 
Doonbeg, with his wife and 10 children. 

deprecate, and I feel sure that this House 
will do the same, that the forces of the 
Crown should be used for these heartless 
evictions. But now I would call the 
attention of the House and the Govern- 
ment to an extraordinary point in this 
matter. One of the people who are 
chiefly responsible for these evictions was 
present as a member of a deputation last 
January to the Chief Secretary, which I 
presented, to ask the Government 
relief, and to state the terrible famine 
and want to which these unfortunate 
people who have been evicted were 
exposed. It would be almost a comedy 
that people should so enact a double 
part, were it not for the circumstances 
of the horrible cruelty that has been 
enacted in these evictions, and I call upon 
the Government to stop the forces of the 
Crown being used against my constituents 
in such a heartless manner. 


Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxinson, Londonderry, N.) : 
In reply to the honourable Gentle- 
man, I may say that he must be aware 
that the sheriff in the execution of his 
duty has power to call in the forces of 
the Crown, and they are bound to assist 
him. The question was decided by the 
superior courts during the last adminis- 
tration. The police and military have no 
option but to obey orders. 


The Bill was then read a second time. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Whereupon, ir pursuance of the Order 
of the House of the 18th day of July last, 
Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House with- 
out Question put. 


House adjourned at 8. 








An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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Returns, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 1lth August 1898. 





Tue LORD CHANCELLOR took his 
seat on the Woolsack at a Quarter past 
Four of the Clock. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


ee 


VAGRANCY ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


COMPANIES BILL. [H.L.] 
COPYRIGHT BILL. [H.L.] 


COPYRIGHT (AMENDMENT) BILL. [H.L.] 

Message from the Commons for copies 
of the Reports, etc., from the Select Com- 
mittees. Ordered to be communicated 
accordingly. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AFRICA, No. 10 (1898). 
Report by Her Majesty’s Commissioner 
in Uganda on the recent mutiny of the 
Soudanese troops in the Protectorate. 


COMMERCIAL, No. 7 (1898). 
Temporary arrangement regulating 
commercial relations between the United 

Kingdom and the German Empire. 


VOL. LXIV. [Fourtu Szrigs.| 
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Reports, etc. 
TRADE REPORTS. 


Annual Series: Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports on Trade and Finance: 


No. 2172: Italy; Finances. 
No. 2173: Italy; Naples, ete. 
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ARMY. 


1. Memorandum issued by the Com. 
mander-in-Chief, dated 28th April, 1898 ; 


2. Schedule of purchases of property 
at Salisbury Plain. 


GOVERNMENT LABORATORY (INLAND 
REVENUE BRANCH). 
Report of Dr. Thorpe on the work of, 


for— 


1. The year ended 31st March, 
1897 ; with appendices. 
2. The year ended 3lst March, 


1898 ; with appendices. 


INLAND REVENUE. 


Forty-first Report of the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue, for the year ended 
31st March, 1898. 


POST OFFICE. 


Forty-fourth Report of the Postmaster 
General. 


CUSTOMS. 


Forty-second Report of the Commis. 
sioners of Customs, being for the year 
ended 31st March, 1898. 


SOUTH WALES COAL TRADE DISPUTE. 

Correspondence respecting proceedings 
under the Conciliation Act, 1896, in rela- 
tion to the dispute in the coal trade of 
South Wales and Monmouth. 


2M 
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INDIA. 

1. Contagious Diseases, No. 2, 1898. 
General Order issued by the Commander- 
in-Chief in India, on 14th July, 1897, re- 
garding the means of checking venereal 


disease among the British troops in 
India; 2. Statistical abstract relating 


to British India frrom 1887-88 to 1896. 
97. Thirtv-second Number. 


INDIAN CURRENCY COMMITTEE, 1898. 
Minutes of evidence taken before the 
Committee appointed to irquire into the 
[Indian currency; together with an 
analysis of the evidence; Part 1. 


LOCAL TAXATION (IRELAND). 
Returns for the year 1897. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (IRELAND). 
Thirtieth Report of the Deputy- 
Keeper of the Public Records and 

Keeper of State Papers in Ireland. 


IRISH DAY MAILS. 

Report of Committee appointed by the 
Treasury to inquire into the acceleration 
of the Irish day mails; with minutes of 
evidence. 


PUBLIC 


WORKS, IRELAND. 

Sixty-sixth annual Report of the Com- 
missioners of Public Works in Ireland, 
with appendices, for the year ended 31st 
March, 1898. 


TRAMWAY AND GAS AND WATER 
ORDERS. 


Report by the Board of Trade of their 
proceedings under the Tramways Act, 
1870, and the Gas and Water Works 
Facilities Act, 1870, during the Session 


of 1898. 
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NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 
1. Sixty-fourth Report of the Commis- 
sioners of National Education in Ireland, 
for the year 1897-98; 2. Sections 2, 3, 
and 4 of the appendix to the annual 
Report of the Commissioners for the year 
1897-98. 


Reports, ete. 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS. 

Thirty-sixth Report of the Inspector. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to 

lie on the Table. 


FORESHORES. 

Treasury Minute, dated 6th August, 
1898, directing the application of moneys 
received by the Board of Trade in the 
year ended 3lst March, 1898, in respect 4 
of the rights and interests of the Crown : 
in the foreshores of the United Kingdom. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Receipts and expenditure of the Inter- 
mediate Education Board for Ireland, for 
the year ended 31st December, 1897 ; to- 
gether with the Report of the comp- 
troller and Auditor General thereon. 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888 
(COUNTY OF WORCESTER). 
Order of the County Council of 
Worcester constituting the urban district 
of King’s Norton and Northfield from the 
parishes of King’s Norton, Northfield, 
and Beoley, under section 57 of the Act, 
as confirmed by the Local Government 
Board. 
















EXTRADITION ACTS, 1870 to 1895. 

Order in Council, of 9th August, 1898, 
giving effect to the Anglo-Chilian Extra- 
dition Treaty of 26th January, 1897. 
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WINTER ASSIZES ACTS, 1876 AND 1877. 

Eight Orders in Council of 9th August, 
1898, giving the Winter Assizes Acts, 
1876 and 1877, relating to the ensuing 
winter assizes. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


os 


AMENDMENT OF STANDING ORDERS. 

Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Eari of Mortey): My Lords, I beg to 
move that the Standing Orders be 
amended as follows :— 





Note.—The words underlined are to be 
omitted, and the words printed in italics 
are to be inserted. 





Deposit of 
plans, sec- 
tions, and 
map at 


“26. In cases where the work is 
to be situate on tidal lands within 
Tiseriaand the ordinary spring tides are to be 
Department, acquired or in any way affected, a 
ia, copy of the plans and _ sections 
case of works Shall on or before the thirtieth day 
Leg of November immediately preced- 
ing the application for the Bill, be 
deposited at the Office of the 
Fisheries and Harbour Depart- 
ment, Board of Trade, marked 
‘Tidal Waters’ ; and on such copy 
all tidal waters shall be coloured 
blue ; and, if the plans include any 
bridge across tidal waters, the 
dimeisions as regards span and 
headway of the nearest bridges, if 
any, across the same tidal waters, 
above and below the proposed new 
bridge, shall be marked thereon ; 
and in all such cases such plans 
and sections shall be accompanied 
by an Ordnance or published map 
of the country over which the 
works are proposed to extend, or 
are to be carried, with their posi- 
tion and extent or route accurately 
laid down thereon: 
Depos 't of 


plans, sec- 
tons and 


“ And, in cases where the work is 

to be situate on the banks, fore- 
map with shore, or bed of any river having 
Conservators a Board of Conservators constituted 
re pe by or under Act of Parliament, a 
affecting copy of the plans and sections shall, 
vee on or before the thirtieth day of 

November immediately preceding 
the application for the Bill, be 
deposited at the Office of the 
Fisheries and Harbour Depart- 
ment of the Board of Trade and 
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at the Office of the Conservators 
of the river, and, if the plens 
include any tunnel under or bridge 
over the river, the depth of such 
tunnel below the bed of the river 
or the span and headway of such 
bridge shall be marked thereon ; 
and such plans shall be accom- 
panied by an Ordnance or published 
map of the country over which 
the works are proposed to extend 
or are to be carried, with their 
position and extent or route 
accurately laid down thereon. 


Deposits on or before the 21st of December. 
A peek hg “33. On or before the twenty- 
Treasury and first day of December 

other publ c z 

Depart- * * * * 


—_— “(3) A printed copy of every loca 
Bill relating to any dock, 
harbour, navigation, pier or 
port, or tidal waters, shall 
be deposited at the Office of 
the Fisheries and Harbour 
Department of the Board of 
Trade, marked ‘Tidal 
Waters’; 

* * * * 

tee el “34a. On or before the twenty- 

River Con- first day of December a printed 

servators. 


copy of every Bill of the Second 
Class whereby it is intended to 
authorise the construction of any 
work on the banks, foreshore, or 
bed of any river having a Board 
of Conservators constituted by or 
under Act of Parliament, shall be 
deposited at the Office of the 
Fisheries and Harbour Depart- 
ment of the Board of Trade and 
at the Office of the Conservators 
of the River. 


Reference of Bills, etc., to and Duties of 
and Practice before Examiners. 
Petitions aor 


addit ona 
provisions. 


“71. All petitions for additional 
provision in local Bills originating 
in this House shall, on the pre- 
sentation thereof, be referred to 
the Examiners, who shall examine 
the same and report thereon in 
respect of all orders which would 
have been applicable in the case 
of a Bill. 


“In cases where provisions are 
sought to be inserted wpon petition 
for additional provision, which 
were comprised in the original 
notices but were not contained in 
the Bill as introduced into Par- 
liament, the original notices shall 
not be held to apply to the addi- 
tional provisions proposed to be 
inserted.” 


Question put. 


Motion agreed to. 
2M 2 
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Miscellaneous. 


HOUSE OF LORDS’ OFFICES. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES : 
My Lords, I beg to move the adoption of 
the Second Report of the Select Commit- 
tee on the House of Lords’ Offices. 


Question put. 


Motion agreed to. 





PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


COMPANIES BILL. 

*Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): My Lords, in relation to 
the Report of the Committee on the 
Companies Bill, which has now been sit- 
ting, as your Lordships are aware, for 
two Sessions, I desire to explain that 
the evidence upon the subject, which is 
very voluminous and important, has 
been printed by the Order of the House, 
but there has been no time for the 
Committee to consider their Report. Of 
course, the subject of the whole forma- 
tion of Joint Stock Companies has been 
for a considerable time before the public 
eye, and I am not surprised that a great 
many people are desirous that the Report 
of the Committee should be issued with 
the sanction of all the members of the 
Committee; but the evidence did not 
close until late in the Session, and there 
has been no time since that period for 
the Members of the Committee to meet 
and consider what Report they should 
make on the Bill which was originally 
submitted to them for consideration. I 
think it is well that people should under- 
stand the difficulties in the way of that 
Committee going through the matter 
mere quickly than they have been able 
to do. My noble and learned Friends, 
Lord Davey, Lord Macnaghten, and 
Lord James of Hereford, are Mem- 
bers of that Committee, and un- 
doubtedly their presence and authority 
will give a value to the Report when it 
is made which it would not possess if 
they were not present. There are other 
noble Lords who are familiar with com- 
mercial and financial questions who have 
been associated with us, and it has been 
a very great advantage to us all that 
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we should meet and consider these ques- 
tions with reference to any legislation 
which might be intended to be passed. 
Certainly it is our hope, if, as we desire, 
we should be re-appointed, that we shall 
be able in some way to suggest some 
amendments to the law, which I for one 
quite admit are required in the present 
state of things, where almost all the 
great commercial interests of the country 
are tending towards the establishment 
of joint stock companies. It is not un- 
natural that a great number of persons 
are interested in this question and would 
desire the assistance of your Lordships in 
legislation on the subject. The problenr 
is not an easy one to solve, but, sneak- 
ing for myself—as we have not had 
time to consider the evidence, I cannot 
speak for the whole Committee—I should 
certainly say that nothing more disas- 
trous could happen to the commerce of 
the country than any attempt to place 
shackles on the development of joint 
stock companies carrying on industrial 
enterprises. A part of the evidence, 
which will no doubt make a great im- 
pression, points to the ridiculously smail 
proportion which what are called fraudu- 
lent companies bear to the enormous 
mass of bona fide commercial enterprises, 
bona fide and profitable in all respects ; 
but, as I have said, it has been impos- 
sible to proceed more quickly in cis 
matter by reason of the draft which the 
Committee makes upon the _ judicial 
strength of the House. Three members 
of the judicial bedy have been taken 
away, and we have not been able, with 
due regard to the judicial business of 
the country, to give more than one day 
a week to the work of the Committee. 
The draft on the time of two of the mem- 
bers of the Committee has been fairly 
well understood, and, indeed, I should 
have thought that it would also have been 
well understood that the Lord Chancel- 
lor has something else to do besides sit- 
ting on the Woolsack at a quarter past 
four o’clock; but some gentl*man fas 
been good enough to send me a speech 
of a member of the late Government, 
who suggests that the only function of 
the Lord Chancellor is to make magis- 
trates, and who comments with some 





severity upon the emoluments he is sup- 
posed to receive for that sinecure office. 
I should have thought that a Member 
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of the late Government would have 
understood what the Lord Chancellor has 
to do and what his position is. He was 
a member of the Administration ix 
which my noble Friend Lord Herschell 
was Lord Chancellor; and in this House, 
when an attack was made upon my noble 
Friend, he gave an account, satisfactory 
to the public, though perhaps not satis- 
factory to himself, of the enormous num- 
ber of duties which the Lord Chancel- 
lor has to discharge—duties which, in 
his absence, I may say, he has always 
mest admirably discharged. That any 
member of the late Government should 
in Cheshire have made that statement is, 
to my mind, extraordinary. My Lords, 
I was only going to mention the circum- 
stances in reference to the Report of the 
Ccmmittee on the Companies Bill, but, 
curiously enough, only this morning I 
received this interesting document con- 
taining the speech that has been made 
about the Lord Chancellor’s office. As 
it is an attack on the Lord Chancellor’s 
office, and not on me _ personally, I 
thought it worth while to notice it. 
If it had been an attack on me personally 
I should have pursued my _ ordinary 
course and have taken no notice of it. 
I am not going to say what it is that 
the Lord Chancellor has to do. Lord 
Herschell described his duties with per- 
fect accuracy, and I do not wish to add 
to his description; but for the sake of 
the much wider class who are anxious 
about the progress of this Committee 
I thought it was right to say how difficult 
it has been, with due regard to the ad- 
ministration of justice, to proceed more 
continuously and rapidly than we have 
done. I only hope that in another 
Session we shall be able to complete our 


labours and present a satisfactory result. | 


I am obliged to your Lordships for allow- 
ing me to make this explanation, as ! 
thought it due to the public that they 
should know that the interests of com- 
merce have not been lost sight of, and 
that the Committee are desirous, as soon 
as they can, of presenting their Report. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be con- 
sidered to-morrow, in order to its being 
suspended for that day’s sitting. 
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PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
TELEPHONES. 

Messages to the Commons for Reports, 
etc., of Select Committees. 


House adjourned at 4.45. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 11th August 1898. 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at Three 
of the Clock. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Ordered, That the Proceedings upon 
Monday, the 8th day of August, on the 


Amendments then made to Standing 
Orders 264 and 34a be read and 
rescinded. 
Standing Order 264 read, and 
amended— 


“Line 3, after the word ‘by,’ by inserting 
the words ‘or under.’ ” 

“Line 5, after the third word ‘the, by 
inserting the words ‘Fisheries and Harbour 
Department of the Board of Trade and at the 
office of the.’” 
Order 34a 


Standing and 


amended— 


“Line 4, after the word ‘by,’ by inserting 
the words ‘or under.’” 


read, 





“Line 5, after the second word ‘the,’ by 
| helen the words ‘Fisheries and Harbour 
| Department of the Board of Trade and at 
| the office of the.’”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


PETITIONS. 


COUNTY COUNCILLORS (QUALIFICA- 
TION OF WOMEN). 


In favour, of the London County Coun- 
cil; to lie upon the Table. 


\ ‘ 
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Returns, 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 


Against State regulation, from West- 
minster and Tunbridge Wells (2); to lie 
upon the Table. 


SCIENCE AND ART GRANTS. 
For alteration of law, from Keighley 
and Gravesend ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





ARMY. 
Copy presented of Schedule of Pur- 
chases of Property at Salisbury Plain [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRAMWAYS AND GAS AND WATER 
ORDERS. 

Copy presented of Report by the Board 
of Trade of their Proceedings under The 
Tramways Act, 1870, and The Gas and 
Waterworks Facilities Act, 1870, during 
the Session of 1898 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS (LICENCES 
REFUSED) (SCOTLAND). 

Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 8th August; Mr. John Wilson 
(Govan)]|; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 387.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
(WORCESTER). 
Copy presented of Order of the County 

Council of Worcester constituting the 

Urban District of “King’s Norton and 

Northfield” from the parishes of King’s 

Norton, Northfield, and Beoley, under 

section 57 of the Act as confirmed by the 

Local Government Board [by Act]; to lie 

upon the Table. 


ACT, 1888 
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Reports, ete. 


GOVERNMENT LABORATORY. 


| Copies presented of Report (with 
Appendices) of Dr. Thorpe upon the work 
of the Inland Revenue Branch of the 
Government Laboratory for the years 
ended respectively 3lst March, 1897, and 
31st March, 1898 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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STATIONERY OFFICE CONTRACTS. 

Return presented relative thereto 
[ordered 10th August ; Mr. Hanbury] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 

Account presented of Receipts and 
Expenditure of the Paymaster General on 
behalf of the Supreme Court of Judica- 
ture in respect of the Funds of Suitors of 
the Court in the year ended 2&th 
February, 1898, and of Account of the 
National Debt Commissioners for the 
same period in respect of Funds held by 
them on behalf of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature, with the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General thereon [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 388.] 


EXTRADITION ACTS,°1870 TO 1895. 

Copy presented of Order in Council of 
9th August, 1898, giving effect to the 
Anglo-Chilian Extradition Treaty of 26th 
January, 1897 [by Act]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


WINTER ASSIZES ACTS, 1876 AND 1877. 

Copy presented of Eight Orders in 
Council of 9th August, 1898, relating to 
the ensuing Winter Assizes [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented of Report, No. 11 
(Grenada, Report on Agriculture in Car- 
riacou) [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 
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EAST INDIA (STATISTICAL ABSTRACT). 

Copy presented of Statistical Abstract 
relating to British India from 1887-88 to 
1896-97, Thirty-second Number [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


Returns, 


EAST INDIA (INDIAN CURRENCY 
COMMITTEE, 1898). 

Copy presented of Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Committee appointed to 
inquire into the Indian Currency, 
together with an Analysis of the Evi- 
dence, Part I. [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table.” 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

Copy presented of Sixty-fourth Report 
of the Commissioners, being for the year 
1897-98 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

Copy presented of Section II. of the 
Appendix to the Sixty-fourth Report of 
the Commissioners [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Copy presented of Section III. of the 
Appendix to the Sixty-fourth Report of 
the Commissioners [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Copy presented of Section IV. of the 
Appendix to the Sixty-fourth Report of 
the Commissioners [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (IRELAND). 
Copy presented of Thirty-sixth Report 
of the Inspector |by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Papers laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House— 
CHARITABLE ENDOWMENTS 
(LONDON). 
Further Return relative thereto 
[ordered 2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis 
Stevenson] to be printed. [No. 389.] 


{11 Avausr 1898} 





Reports, ete. 890 


CHARITABLE ENDOWNMENTS (WEST 
RIDING OF THE COUNTY OF YORK). 
Further Return relative thereto 

[ordered 10th August, 1894; Mr. Francis 

Stevenson] to be printed. [No. 390.] 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY 
OF LANCASTER). 
Return relative thereto [ordered 8th 
August, 1898; Mr. Grant Lawson] to be 
printed. [No. 391.] 


LUNACY. 

Copy of Report to the Lord Chancellor 
of the number of visits made, the number 
of patients seen, and the number of miles 
travelled by the visitors of lunatics 
between Ist January and 30th June, 1898 
[by Act.] 


REVENUES OF CYPRUS. 

Return ordered, “ (1) Of all sums paid 
in each year since the year 1879-80, by 
direction of Her Majesty’s Government, 
out of moneys arising from the Revenues 
of Cyprus, in discharge of the interest 
upon the Turkish Loan guaranteed by 
this Country under the Statute 18 and 19 
Vic. c. 99; and (2) of all sums voted by 
Pailiament during the same period in aid 
of the Administration of Cyprus; and 
also of the surplus remaining in each year 
over and above the payments made out 
of such Revenues on account of the said 
Turkish Loan and laid aside by way of 
Sinking Fund, together with the interest 
thereon.—_( Mr. Pier point.) 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
LOCAL TAXATION ACCOUNT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL, 


OUT-DOOR RELIEF (IRELAND) BILL, 


SEED SUPPLY AND POTATO SPRAYING 
(IRELAND) BILL, 


KINGSTOWN HARBOUR ROADS 
TRANSFER BILL, 


METROPOLITAN COMMONS “iLL. 
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EXPIRING LAWS CONTINUANCE BILL, 


Post Office 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL, 
without Amendment. 


Consequential Amendment to— 
NONCONFORMIST MARRIAGES (ATTEN- 
DANCE OF REGISTRARS) BILL, 

without Amendment. 


That they communicate Copies of 
Reports from the Select Committees 
appointed by their Lordships in the 
present Session of Parliament on— 


COMPANIES BILL, 


COPYRIGHT BILL AND COPYRIGHT 
AMENDMENT BILL, 


together with the Proceedings of the 
Committees and Minutes of Evidence. 


That they request that this House will 
be pleased to communicate to their Lord- 
ships Copies of the Reports from the 
Select Committees appointed by this 
House in the present Session of Parlia- 
ment on— 


PRIVATE BILL PROCEDURE (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL, 
TELEPHONES, 


together with the proceedings of the 
Committees and Minutes of Evidence. 


NEW WRIT. 

NEW WRIT FOR THE COUNTY OF 
LANCASTER, SOUTH WEST (SOUTH- 
PORT DIVISION). 

In the room of the Right Honourable 


George Nathaniel Curzon (Manor of 
Northstead).—(Sir William Walrond.) 


SITTING OF THE HOUSE. 
Resolved, That this House do meet To- 


morrow at half-past Ten of the clock.— 
(Mr. Balfour.) 


{COMMONS} 
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POST OFFICE ADMINISTRATION. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, what were the grounds 
for the refusal of the Comptroller of the 
Post Office to accept from the Secretary 
of the London District Council of the 
Postmen’s Federation a petition protest- 
ing against his decision that auxiliary 
service shall not count for stripes in the 
event of established service ‘being 
blemished; is he aware that, if the 
departmental construction of the Tweed- 
mouth Committee’s recommendation is 
given effect to, it will mean that an 
established postman who commits a fault 
in the third year of his service, and 
consequently might have to serve five or 
perhaps eight years for his first stripe, 
will, should he have been an auxiliary 
for 10 years prior to being appointed 
on the establishment, have to serve in 
all 15 years at least for one stripe; and 
is he aware that there are ceses in the 
service of men who have put in 10 
years’ auxiliary service before appoint- 
ment as established postmen, and having 
since that appointment committed & 
fault, which has led to the grant of the 
stripe being deferred, have also had 
withheld from them the stripe to which, 
according to the Tweedmouth Commit- 
tee’s Report, they are entitled for 10 
years’ unblemished auxiliary service? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to THe 
TREASURY (Mr. Hawnsery, Preston): 
It not the practice to receive 
representations from any postman pro- 
fessing to act on behalf of a mass meet- 
ing, and the postman to whom the 
honourable Member refers was informed 
that representations as to alleged griev- 
ances can only be received from persons 
who are themselves affected by the 
matter which it is desired to bring under 
notice. As regards the second para- 
graph of the Question, I would point out 
that the terms of the Tweedmouth Com- 
mittee Report respecting good conduct 
stripes are as follows— 


is 


“Stripes are the reward of good service and 
good conduct, and we are strongly of opiniop 
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that each stripe should in itself be a proof 
that it was awarded after five years’ un- 
blemished service.” 


Coal Consumption 


In view of this recommendation, in which 
the Postmaster General entirely concurs, 
service broken by serious misconduct 
cannot be reckoned towards good con- 
duct stripes. 


PRICE OF ORDNANCE SURVEY MAPS. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether the margin 
of seven and one-third allowed by the 
Government in respect of the sale of the 
ordnance survey maps is sufficient to 
allow the contractor for the sale of the 
maps to pay for proper advertising, to 
cover bad debts, pay all expenses, and 
make a profit; whether the contractor 
has any substantial inducement to sell 
maps otherwise than direct, and at the 
full published price; and whether the 
sale of these admirable maps is not 
greatly restricted by the continuance of 
the existing arrangements; and whether 
any effect whatever has yet been given 
to the recommendations made by the 
representatives of four well-known pub- 
lishing firms, whose evidence was given 
before the Departmental Committee 
appointed to consider the best methods of 
making the ordnance survey maps more 
widely known, and more easily obtainable 
than at present; and, if not, on what 
grounds the advice unanimously given 
by the representatives of the trade hae 
been absolutely ignored? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tae BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lona, 
Liverpool, West Derby): Under the new 
arrangements made in pursuance of the 
recommendations of the Departmental 
Committee, there is no longer a single 
contractor for the sale of ordnance survey 
maps, as my honourable Friend appears 
to suppose, but in lieu thereof we have 
agents in London, Edinburgh, Dublin, 
and in about 120 of the principal pro- 
vincial towns. These agents are allowed 
a discount of 25 per cent., and I have no 
reason to believe that this does not afford 
sufficient remuneration for the services 
rendered. The London agent pays a 
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premium of £104 per annum for the 
privilege of appointment, and both the 
gross sales and net receipts have in- 
creased since the new system came into 
operation. Effect has been given to very 
many of the suggestions which the wit- 
nesses referred to were good enough to 
make to the Committee, as my honour- 
able Friend will see from the Parlia- 
mentary Paper issued in May, 1897, and 
from the forthcoming Report of the 
Director General. 


wn the Navy. 


COAL CONSUMPTION IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether the following figures, purporting 
to represent the coal consumption of cer- 
tain ships in the Channel Squadron on a 
given day, are correct: H.M.S. Hannibal, 
battleship (14,900 tons), 40 tons ; H.M.S. 


Isis, cruiser (5,600 tons), 24 tons; 
H.M.S. Furious, cruiser (5,750 tons), 
38 tons; H.M.S. Arrogant, cruiser 


(5,750 tons), 49 tons; H.M.S. Pelorus, 
cruiser (2,135 tons), 30 tons; and 
whether the iarge consumption of the 
Furious, Arrogant, and Pelorus, is in 
any degree attributable to their being 
fitted with water-tube boilers; if s0, 
whether he will now reconsider his pre- 
vious decision, and will despatch a vessel 
of the Diadem class on an extended ocean 
voyage under conditions similar to those 
which would arise in time of war in the 
event of the ship being ordered to rein- 
force a distant station at high speed, or 
to overtake or anticipate the arrival of a 
hostile cruiser at the Cape, the West 
Indies, or other distant point? 


THe SECRETARY vo tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. W. E. Macartney, Antrim, 
S.): No report has been received from 
the Vice-Admiral commanding the 
Channel Squadron, giving the figures 
mentioned in the first paragraph of the 
Question. 


In reply to a further Question, which 
was inaudible, Mr. Macartney said: We 
have not been able to identify the figures. 
Had it not been so near the end of the 
Session we might have done so in time. 
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BEN NEVIS OBSERVATORY. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can now inform the House 
of the result as regards the pressure 
which on the 2&th ultimo he stated it 
would be desirable to bring to bear on the 
Meteorological Council of the Royal 
Society, with the object of inducing that 
body to allow from the annual grant of 
£15,300 voted to it by Parliament more 
sufficient funds to the Scottish Meteoro- 
logical Society for the purpose of con- 
tinued maintenance of Ben Nevis Obser- 
vatory, so that a settlement of the ques- 
tion may be reached this year, by which 
means the necessity for private genero- 
sity will be obviated; if he can explain 
how it is that of the grant of £15,300 no 
less a sum than £991 5s. is absorbed for 
remuneration to its own Council and 
£800 as salary to the Secretary; and 
whether he will take steps to reduce such 


salaries, amounting for management 
alone to one-eighth of the total sum 
voted? 


Mr. HANBURY: I have heard from 
the Chairman and Secretary of the Coun- 
cil on this subject. It appears that 
notice of the intended closing of the 
Ben Nevis Observatoyy only reached 
them on the 25th ultimo, and this with- 
out any particulars or statement as to 
the financial position. The next meeting 
of the Council will probably be held in 
the middle of October, when I presume 
that Dr. Buchan, the Secretary of the 
Scottish Meteorological Society, who is 
also a member of the Meteorological 
Council, will bring the matter before his 
colleagues, as it is clearly his duty to do. 
The views of the Treasury will be laid 
before them the same time. As 
regards the payments to the Council, 
these are as approved by the Treasury 
in 1877, on the recommendation of a 
strong Committee, when the present 
system was introduced. The salary of 
the Secretary dates from before 1877 at 
its present figure, and there has been no 
change in the holder of the office. Mr. 
W. H. Smith noted in 1877 that the 
amount should be reconsidered on a 
vacancy, and this will be done. 


at 
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PUBLICATION OF RECEIVING ORDERS 
IN THE LONDON BANKRUPTCY COURT. 
Sm M. BHOWNAGGREE (Bethnal 
Green, N.E.): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he is 
aware that the facilities hitherto 
accorded to the Press of recording the 
making of a receiving order against a 
bankrupt estate have recently been with- 
drawn, and if such a course ‘is contrary 
to the policy followed by the late Chief 
Official Receiver [Sir Robert F. 
Harding], who granted these facilities 
on the ground that the early publication 
of a failure was to the public interest? 


in Ireland. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Rircuie): 
Notices of receiving orders are forwarded 
to the Board of Trade by the registrars, 


and are thereupon published in the 
London Gazette as required by the 
Statute. Irregular information unautho- 


rised by law may create great prejudice, 
and official receivers would not be 
justified in giving it. 


GOVERNMENT ADVERTISEMENTS IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8S.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that advertisements issued by 
the Irish Local Government Board and 
some other public boards are given out 
through a private firm, who charge the 
newspapers a commission for the adver- 
tisements they are instructed to give 
them; and whether, in the interests of 
the public service, he will direct the Irish 
Local Government Board and the other 
public boards to adopt the practice 
observed by the Board of Works and to 
deal directly with the newspapers? 


Tus ATTORNEY GENERAL ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N., 
for Mr. Geratp Batrovr): It is a fact 
that the Local Government Board and 
other public Departments in Ireland issue 
advertisements through the medium of a 
private firm, the Messrs. Eason and Son, 
who are remunerated by means of a com- 
mission paid to them by the newspaper 
proprietors. The Department of Public 
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Works deals directly with the newspapers 
in the publication of such advertisements. 
The number of advertisements issued by 
the Board of Works must be very small 
as compared with the number which are 
issued through the agency of Messrs. 
Eason, and, however practicable it may 
be for that Department to arrange for 
the publication of its own advertisements, 
I am satisfied, upon the information at 
present before me, that any alteration 
in the arrangement which has for many 
years existed with the private firm men- 
tioned, would lead not only to higher 
charges for advertisements, but would 
necessitate the employment of one or 
more additional clerks, in several public 
Departments, and would thus entail in- 
creased public expenditure. 


HOLYHEAD HARBOUR. 
Mr. GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade what progress has been made in 
the last six months in the negotiations 
for the removal of the Platters Rocks in 
Holyhead Harbour, and generally for the 
improvement of the port and harbour of 
Holyhead ? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Rircme): 
The negotiations in connection with the 
inner harbour to which my right honour- 
able Friend referred in this House on 
the 18th of April last, when the Vote 
for harbours, etc., was under discussion, 
are still in progress, and until they are 
more advanced it is not possible to make 
any statement on the subject. 


LYING IN STATE OF MR. GLADSTONE. 

Mr. SPENCER (West Bromwich) : I beg 
to ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
various points and places of historical 
interest within the precincts of the House 
are now indicated by means of plates 
bearing suitable inscriptions, the will by 
similar means indicate the exact position 
which the catafalque of Mr. Gladstone 


i trict to 
| refers. 


I beg | 
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occupied during the lying in state in 
Westminster Hall? 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovexas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s): I will give my considera- 
tion to the suggestion of my honourable 
Friend. 


MUZZLING ORDER IN WEST 
BROMWICH. 

Mr. SPENCER: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether he is now in a position to 
announce the withdrawal of the Muzzling 
Order for West Bromwich and vicinity? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 

AGRICULTURE: I regret that I cannot 
as yet announce the withdrawal of the 
Muzzling Order now in force in the dis- 
which my honourable Friend 
I would assure him, however, 
that the position will be kept steadily 
in view, and that I shall be glad to give 
effect to the representations he has made 
to me as soon as I can do so without 
endangering the success of our opera- 
tions. 


FATALITY AT FAR COTTON RAILWAY 
SHEDS, NORTHAMPTON, 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention has 
been called to the inquest held on 28th 
July on Charles Edward Holliday, 
labourer in the coal yard of the London 
and North Western Railway at Northamp- 
ton, whose death was caused by fracture 
to the skull received while on night duty 
loading engines at the Far Cotton sheds ; 
has his attention been called to the fact 
that the evidence did not throw any clear 
light on the way in which the deceased 
met with the fatal accident, while his 
cap was found at the bottom of a pit; 
and whether he will have the circum- 
stances inquired into by an inspector or 
sub-inspector of the Board of Trade? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Rrrcme): 
Yes, Sir; a sub-inspector has been 
ordered to investigate the circumstances. 





999 
“ROYAL COMMISSION ON INDIAN 
EXPENDITURE. 

Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg to 


School Accommodation 


ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he can state if the Report of the 
Royal Commission on Indian Expendi- 
ture, appointed in May, 1895, will be 
presented to Parliament before the open- 
ing of the next Session of Parliament? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I have no authority whatever 
over the Commission. I understand that 
they adjourned a year ago, in order that 
the Chairman might prepare and circu- 
late his Report for the consideration cf 
his colleagues, and I am informed that 
up to now no Report has been circu- 
lated. 


RECOVERY OF CHECKWEIGHERS’ 
WAGES. 

Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
I beg to ask the Attorney General if he 
is aware that under the Coal Mines Act, 
1887, an employer or manager can pro- 
-ceed in the police court to recover penal- 
ties under that Act, while a checkweigher 
can only recover wages from the work- 
men through the dilatory process of the 
county court; and whether, with a view 
of making the law more equal, he will 
take steps to remedy this defect! 


Tue SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir R. B. 
Fixuay, Inverness Burghs): Penalties for 
offences under the Coal Mines Act, 1887, 
are enforced against workman and em- 
ployer alike by proceedings before a court 
of summary jurisdiction. The liability 
for a checkweigher’s wages is merely a 
debt, and must be recovered in the same 
way as other debts. The supposed in- 
equality, therefore, does not exist. Any 
representations as to the remedies of the 
checkweigher for his wages will be con- 
sidered, but I can make no promise of 
legislation on the point. 


BOAT ACCOMMODATION ON THE 
TRaNSPORT NUBIA. 
Mr. PIRTE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War can he state 
who is responsible for the fact that the 
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at Earlstown. 900 
boat accommodation on the’ hired trans- 
port Nubia, employed in conveying 


troops from India last January, was only 
sufficient in case of accident for 400 
men, although the transport was carrying 
1,500? 


Tut UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. St. Joun Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): The Admiralty is 
responsible for the boat accommodation 
on the Vubia. There was accommoda- 
tion in the boats for more than 900 
men, which is, as I stated last Friday, in 
excess of the Board of Trade require- 
ments. 


CotoneL Sir H. VINCENT: Does not 
a hired transport come under the pro- 
visions of the Merchant Shipping Act as 
to life-saving appliances having to be 
provided for every soul on board? 


Mr. PIRIE: How many were on the 
transport! 


Mr. BRODRICK: The honourable and 
gallant Member for Sheffield should 
address his Question to the, President of 
the Board of Trade. , 


Cotone, Sir H. VINCENT: I should 
be happy to do so if he were in his place. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to the 
honourable Member for Aberdeen the 
number was as stated in the Question. 


SCHOOL ACCOMMODATION AT 
EARLSTOWN. 


Mr. WOODS: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether the Education 
Department intimated to the Warrington 
Union School Attendance Committee in 
November, 1896, that the school accom- 
modation at Earlstown was deficient ; 
whether the Department has, since that 
time, been in communication with the 
School Attendance Committee of the 
urban district council of Newton-le- 


Willows on this subject; whether the 
Department, in November, 1897, inti- 
mated to that council that, if the Com- 
mittee did not provide the necessary 
accommodaion, they would issue an order 
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for the formation of a school board; is 
he aware that free schooling cannot be 
obtained unless the children walk nearly 
a mile further, and: that the managers 
of the Wesleyan school are compelling the 
children to pay fees; and will he lay 
upon the Table the correspondence in 
connection with this case? 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or tHe COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
In February, 1897, the attention of the 
Education Department was drawn to the 
deficiency of school accommodation in 
Earlstown. They at once issued notices, 
under section 9 of the Elementary Edu- 
cation Act, 1870, requiring a school for 
300 to be built at Newton Common; and 
last month plans for a school for 493 
children were approved by the Depart- 
ment. Complaints have been received 
from time to time of the want of free 
school accommodation in the district ; 
but, in the opinion of the Department, 
there will be plenty of such accommoda- 
tion easily accessible when the new school 
is finished. I do not think it is necessary 
to lay the correspondence on the Table. 
The Wesleyan school is entitled to charge 
fees under the Act of 1891. 


POSTAL DELIVERIES—COUNTY 
MEATH. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Roscommon, N.): On 
behalf of the honourable Member for Kil- 
kenny I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, when the Postmaster General 
will put the house-to-house delivery into 
operation in Feramore, Brannockstown, 
Ballyconnell, Batterstown, and _ other 
townlands within a radius of six miles of 
Trim, county Meath? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General hopes that it will be possible to 
extend the free delivery within the next 
few days to Feramore, Brannockstown, 
and other townlands near Trim, county 
Meath, mentioned by the honourabie 
Member. 
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EAST CENTRAL DISTRICT POSTMEN. 
Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that no steps have yet been 
taken to carry out amongst the postmen 
employed at the East Central District 
Office the recOtamendations of the Tweed- 
mouth Committee, contained on page 6 of 
its Report ; whether he is aware that the 
E.C. postmen have very few continuous 
duties, that the vast majority of their 
duties involve three attendances, that 
many of them extend over 15 hours each 
day (thus only allowing seven hours at 
home), and that no improvement has as 
yet been made since the issue of the 
Tweedmouth Report 16 months ago; 
whether it is intended to carry out the 
recommendations of the Committee in 
the case of the E.C. postmen; and why 
the first paragraph of the memorial from 
the E.C. postmen to the Controller of 
the London Postal Service (dated 17th 
January, 1898), the explanatory state- 
ment furnished some days later by one- 
of their number, a Mr. Symes, at the 
express request of the Sub-Controller, 
and the further memorial of 23rd May, 
have not as yet been replied to, and why 
the request contained in both memorials 
that the Controller should receive a 
representative deputation on the subject 
has not been complied with? 


Mr. HANBURY: ‘I'he Postmaster 
General is aware that not much has vet 
been done towards re-adjusting the duties 
of the few postmen in the Eastern Cen- 
tral District who do not enjoy an inter- 
val of nine hours at home, as recom- 
mended by the Tweedmouth Committee. 
The re-adjustment of the duties as a 
whole is one of great difficulty, affecting 
as it does a very large body of men; 
although it is only one section of them— 
namely, 32 men, out of a total of more 
than 1,000, who are at present debarred 
from the privilege the Postmaster 
General desires to confer. The repre- 
sentations made to the Controller have 
not been fully answered, and he has not 
fixed a day for receiving a deputation of 
the staff, because the consideration of the 
subject as a whole is not sufficiently far 
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advanced. Moreover, a settlement is 
rendered more complicated by the fact 
that none of the men concerned are 
giving a full attendance of 48 hours a 
week, 


REFRESHMENT BRANCH, CENTRAL 
TELEGRAPH OFFICE. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether his 
attention has been called to the regula- 
tions recently issued by the Postmaster 
General concerning the management of 
the refreshment branch of the Central 
Telegraph Office; and whether, seeing 
that the Report of the Committee of 
Inquiry stated in paragraph seven that 
the branch is not a voluntary organisa- 
tion or a club, but a departmental organi- 
sation at which all members of the staff 
except supervising officials have to take 
their midday meal, he will make inquiries 
whether such an institution is in accord- 
ance with the regulations of the Truck 
Act} 


Mr. HANBURY: The regulations for 
the management of the refreshment 
branch of the Central Telegraph Office 
were approved by the Postmaster 
General before they were issued. The 
Postmaster General is advised that the 
institution as organised is not incon- 
sistent with the provisions of the Truck 
Acts, inasmuch as there is no obligation 
on the members of the staff to buy their 
provisions from the refreshment branch, 
although they have to take their midday 
meal in the dining room. 


POST OFFICE VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, will he ex- 
plain why Post Office servants, who are 
members of Volunteer corps other than 
the 24th Middlesex, have this year been 
refused leave to attend camps of instruc- 
tion, although they have offered to forego 
a part of their annual leave for this pur- 
pose, whilst substitutes were found by 
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the Department for members of the 24th 
to enable them to attend the camp at 
Aldershot ; why postmen belonging to 
the 24th Middlesex are allowed (without 
deduction from their pay) the time 
needed to enable them to attend their 
annual inspection, whereas those belong- 
ing to other corps are required to find 
and pay for their own substitutes; and 
whether instructions will be given to the 
heads of postal departments to see that 
in future all Volunteers shall receive 
equal treatment in these matters? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is not aware that any Post Office 
servants, who are members of Volunteer 
corps other than the 24th Middlesex, have 
been treated differently to Post Office 
servants who are members of the 24th 
Middlesex. As regards the London postal 
service, the requirements of the public 
service would not admit of all the men 
who were desirous of going to Aldershot 
being spared, and lots had to be drawn 
to determine who should go and who 
should remain behind. In this drawing 
at least six men belonging to a corps 
other than the 24th Middlesex took part. 
The men belonging to the 24th Middlesex 
are allowed absence, without deduction of 
pay, for the annual inspection under the 
Postmaster General’s authority. 


TUBERCULIN FOR DAIRIES, 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether, having regard to the recom- 
mendations of the Tuberculosis Commis- 
sion, and the necessity of having a pure 
uniform supply of tuberculin of uniform 
quality for those who may wish to us2 
it for testing their herds or dairies, he 
will have arrangements made at the Local 
Government Board Laboratory for the 
preparation of a limited supply of pure 
tuberculin ; and whether he will arrange 
that such tuberculin shall be obtainable 
by veterinary surgeons or stockowners 
and dairy farmers under suitable regula- 
tions either gratuitously or at a reason- 
able charge to cover expenses! 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: Perhaps the honour- 
able Member will allow me to answ'r 
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this. In reference to the first paragraph 
I have to say that the Local Government 
Board cannot make any such arrange- 
ments as are suggested therein. With 
reference to the second paragraph, I am 
afraid that I cannot add anything to what 
I stated on the subject when the honour- 
able Member addressed a similar Ques- 
tion to me a few weeks ago. 


EXPORTATION OF OLD HORSES. 

CotoneL Srr H. VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture if he sees his way, in accordance 
with the prayer of the Royal Society for 
the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, to 
issue an Order under the of 
Animals Act regulating the exportation 
of horses and making it unlawful to 
convey from a port in Great Britain any 
horse which, owing to age, infirmity, ill- 
ness, fatigue, or any cause, cannot be 
conveyed over sea without cruelty, and 
requiring that each horse carried shall 
have a separate box or stall provided 
with battens and) means of slinging, and 
that a sufficient amount of proper food 
and water shall be supplied on board for 
the voyage? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I have caused a draft 
Order to the effect indicated by my 
honourable and gallant Friend to be 
prepared for consideration, and I am now 
taking steps to obtain the criticisms of 
those who are specially cognisant with 
the conditions under which the trade is 
carried on. I hope to be able to finally 
settle the Order at an early date. 


Diseases 


IMPRESSMENT FOR TRANSPORT 
SERVICE OUTSIDE INDIA. 

Sm W. WEDDERBURN (Banffshire) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether there is any law or usage 
in force in the Punjaub which authorises 
impressment of men and animals for 
service outside British India; whether 
section 374 of the Indian Penal Code pro- 
vides punishment for unlawful compul- 
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sory labour ; and who are the authvrities 
responsible for the recent impressment of 
Punjaub villagers for service in the war 
beyond the frontier? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: As regards the first part of the 
honourable Member’s Question, I must 
refer him to the reply given in the House 
on the 8th instant. The right to impress 
therein mentioned would extend to ser- 
vice within or beyond the frontier of 
India, and that right would not be 
affected by section 374 of the Penal Code. 
The impressment was carried out by the 
district officers acting under the authority 
of the Lieutenant Governor of the Pro- 
vince, who had the sanction of the 
Governor General in Council for the steps 
he was taking. 


Survey Department. 


DUBLIN ORDNANCE SURVEY 
DEPARTMENT, 

Mr. CAREW (Dublin, College Green) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether his attention has 
been drawn to the case of Edward 
Murphy, late permanent civil assistant, 
Ordnance Survey Department, Dublin, 
who on 21st October, 1891, on the cer- 
tificate of Dr. Lydon, of Galway, was 
invalided and declared unfit for work ; 
whether he is aware that in the previous 
February Corporal Juniper refused to 
grant sick leave to Murphy or allow him 
to see a doctor, though he was suffering 
from illness and unable to work ; whether 
he is aware that Murphy claims that he 
obtained a medical certificate from Dr. 
Dowling, of Tuam, on 17th March follow- 
ing, stating that he was unfit for work, 
which certificate was suppressed by Cor- 
poral Juniper, whose duty it was to 
forward it to Captain Shaw; and that, 
in consequence of being forced to do duty 
under threat of dismissal when suffering 
from illness from February till October, 
grave injury has been done to Murphy ; 
and whether he will grant an inquiry into 
the circumstances? 


Tut PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE: I have made inquiry 
into this matter. Mr. Murphy was 
removed from his office some seven years 
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ago on account of his failure to discharge 
his duties with efficiency, and not by 
reason of bodily or mental infirmity. 
So far as I have been able to ascertain 
at this distance of time, there is no evi- 
dence whatever to support the allegations 
now made by Mr. Murphy, as indicated 
in the second and third paragraphs of the 
Question, and I can see no reason why 
the matter should now be re-opened. 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON (York, W.R., 
Holmfirth) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he is aware that on 
9th August the authorised “ Parliamentary 
Debates” for 21st July were not pub- 
lished, and that on the same date the 
index was 14 weeks in arrear; whether 
this state of things is in accordance with 
the contract ; and whether there is any 
remedy ? 


Mr. HANBURY: The report for the 
2lst of July, which should, under the 
terms of the contract, have been pub- 
lished on the 29th of that month, was 
not delivered until yesterday. In great 
part at least, the delays are owing, not 
to any fault in the contractor’s arrange- 
ments, but to the action of honourable 
Members themselves. Under the con- 
tract two clear days are to be allowed for 
the correction of proofs. But frequently 
Ministers and other Members apply to be 
allowed a longer—sometimes a consider- 
ably longer—period for that purpose, and 
there is perhaps something to be said for 
the view that careful correction is more 
important than early publication. The 
contractor is not bound to publish an 
index, except in connection with the 
volume edition of the “ Debates” ; and the 
only stipulation is that the complete set 
of volumes shall be issued within two 
months of the close of the Session. Up 
to the present five volumes of this Ses. 
sion have been published with their 
indexes. 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton): 
Is the right honourable Gentleman aware 
that the delay in the return of the proofs 
is due to the fact that the reports require 
so many corrections? 


President of the Board of Agriculture 
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Mr. HANBURY: Yes, I believe so ; and 
I am bound to say that unless things 
improve very much next Session, I shall 
have to look into the matter. 


Mr. H. J. WILSON: Is the right 
honourable Gentleman aware that the 
index to Vol. 5 was only obtainable down- 
stairs last Saturday? 


Mr. HANBURY: 
that. 


the Indian Government. 


I am not aware of 


MR. THORBURN’S APOLOGY TO THE 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT, 

Sir C. DILKE (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether the recent 
apology by Mr. Thorburn, for discussing 
in public the acts of the Government 
which he serves, related to his account 
of the desertion of the Khyber as well 
as to his statements on the impressment 
of men and beasts; whether Mr. Thor- 
burn, in apologising for having made his 
speech, withdrew any of the statements 
which it contained; whether. the Secre- 
tary of State continues to’ believe that 
the withdrawal of Captain Barton from 
his men in the Khyber Pass was only 
ordered after the military authorities on 
the spot had decided that troops could 
not be pushed up the Khyber to their 
support ; who were the military authori- 
ties on the spot referred to ; and whether 
he has taken the opportunity, as pro- 
mised in March, of laying down for the 
future the action to be taken at times of 
emergency in such cases; and, if so, in 
what terms? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: The apology made by Mr. Thor- 
burn is an expression of regret for his 
infraction of the universal rule by which 
public officials in permanent employ are 
forbidden to publicly criticise the policy 
of the Government whom they are serv- 
ing. The accuracy or inaccuracy of 
remarks so made does not enter into any 
such apology. The military authority 
on the spot was the Brigadier General 
commanding the Peshawur district, and 
the opinion he arrived at, that after pro- 
viding for the safety of the Peshawur 
Valley, he was not in command of suffi- 
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cient strength to force the pass, was 
confirmed by the Commander-in-Chief in 
India. I am in correspondence with the 
Government of India as to the future 
arrangements for safeguarding the 
Khyber Pass, and an integral part of such 
arrangements will be a definition of the 
relations between local corps and any 
British officers who may be appointed to 
them. 


DRUNKENNESS IN DUBLIN. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been drawn to the charge of Chief 
Baron Pallas to the grand jury of Dublin 
on the 3rd instant, in which he calls 
attention to the increased charges for 
drunkenness in the city; whether he is 
aware of the police regulation which 
makes it necessary for the various super- 
intendents of the police divisions to 
return the names of constables and ser- 
geants who have less than five cases 
within a certain period ; and whether the 
increase has been concurrent with the 
existence of this regulation; whether it 
is the practice of the police in England 
to arrest and prosecute for simple drunk- 
enness; and whether the right of the 
police to do so in Ireland has been called 
in question and fs at present occupying 
the attention of the authorities; and 
whether the police regulation which exists 
in Dublin forbidding the police to arrest 
persons under the influence of drink in 
charge of sober persons has been recently 
violated ? 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. Geratp 
Batrour): I am still in communication 
with the Commissioner of Police relative 
to this question, and will ask the honour- 
able Member to be good enough to repeat 
it to-morrow. 


CYPRUS TRIBUTE. 

Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington): I beg 
to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer (1) 
what is the yearly surplus of the Cyprus 
tribute over the amount paid out of it 
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or on account of it to the bondholders 
of the Turkish Guaranteed 1855 Loan ; (2) 
how the accumulated money is invested ; 
(3) whether the interest thereon is added 
thereto every half-year ; and (4) what the 
sum total of principal and interest now 
amounts to; may I also at the same time 
ask the right honourable Gentleman 
whether he will grant the Return relating 
to the revenue of Cyprus in the terms of 
the Motion on the Paper to-day! 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to tHe 
TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, Pres: 
ton): (1) The yearly surplus, which varies 
from year to year, will be given more 
conveniently in the Return for which the 
honourable Member is moving. It is 
between £10,000 and £11,000 a year. 
(2) It is invested in Consols. (3) Quar- 
terly dividends are invested quarterly. 
(4) About £167,000. 


SHEFFIELD AND LEEDS ARTILLERY 
VOLUNTEER ENCAMPMENT. 

Cotone, Sir H. VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he is aware that consider- 
able irritation has been caused by the 
efforts of the police, acting apparently 
under the direction of the local authority, 
to induce and incite those in charge of 
the sergeants’ mess and) the canteen 
established fcr the benefit of the Shef- 
field and Leeds Artillery Volunteers, 
recently encamped near Lancaster, to 
break the law and sell intoxicating liquor 
to them in civilian dress without a 
licence ; and whether he will, should the 
matter come under his official cognisance, 
cause the local authority to be informed 
that such practices are undesirable, and 
only sanctioned in aggravated cases in 
the Metropolitan Police District, and that 
the end in view might have been as 
readily achieved by a reminder to the 
officer commanding of the requirements 
of the statute? 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. J. 
Cotuines, Birmingham, Bordesley): The 
matter has not been brought to the 
notice of the Secretary of State, other- 
wise than by the Question of my 
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honourable Friend, and is hardly one in 
which he would feel justified in interfer- 
ing with the discretion of the local autho- 
rity. I may say that the practice of the 
Metropolitan Police in cases of this kind, 
where they have reason to believe that 
liquor is being sold on _ unlicensed 
premises, is to inform the Inland Revenue 
authorities. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): May I 
ask whether some arrangement cannot be 
made by which the police can be induced 
to act in concert with the commanding 
officer of a battalion in such matters? 


Mr. COLLINGS: That is a matter 
purely for the discretion of the local 
authorities, and one in which the Home 
Office cannot interfere. 


CORK MILITARY DISTRICT. 

Mr. W. ABRAHAM (Cork Co., N.E.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War if, in view of the fact 
that the five years’ term of command of 
the general officer of the Cork military 
district will soon expire, the military 
authorities will consider the many advan- 
tages which would arise by changing the 
residence of the general officer from Cork 
to Fermoy, owing to the necessity of 
having the large force at Kilworth Camp 
under his constant personal supervision ; 
whether a considerable portion of the 
time of the general officer is now spent 
in travelling to and from Kilworth Camp, 
the most important scene of his duties ; 
and will the question of changing the 
headquarters from Cork military district 
to Fermoy be taken into consideration? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Kilworth Camp 
is @ summer camp, and is not the most 
important scene of the duties of the 
general officer commanding the district. 
It is only two hours’ distant by railway 
from headquarters. It is not considered 
advisable to change the headquarters 
from Cork to Fermoy. 


NEWBLISS PETTY SESSIONS BENCH. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the number of magistrates ap- 
J. Collings. 


Mr. 
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pointed or recommended by Lord Ross- 
more on the Commission of the Peace 
for the Newbliss petty sessions district, 
and how many of them are Catholics? 

Mr. ATKINSON: My right honourable 
Friend has already more than once in- 
formed the honourable Member that the 
Lieutenant of the county Monaghan will 
consider the names of any suitable gentle- 
men recommended to him for appoint- 
ment to the Commission of the Peace in 
this district. I have nothing to add to 
this statement. 

Mr. MACALEESE: 
honourable Gentleman 
answer to my Question? 

Mr. ATKINSON: 
never have given it. 


Does the right 
think that an 


Yes, or I should 


CLOGHER VALLEY TRAMWAYS. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, can he state 
how many times each week the Clogher 
Valley Tramway trains leave Caledon 
without waiting for the inai!s; is any 
deduction made from the subsidy received 
by the tramway company in consequence 
of their failure to carry out their con- 
tract with the Post Office ; and when will 
the Postmaster General have the arrange- 
ments completed for restoring the post 
car service in the district intersected by 
this tramway? 

Mr. HANBURY: It is roughly esti- 
mated that the Clogher Valley train 
leaves Caledon without the mails about 
twice a week. The agreement with the 
company does not bind them to wait for 
the mails, and the Postmaster General is 
therefore not entitled to make any deduc- 
tion from the subsidy. No time will be 
lost in considering the question of substi- 
tuting a car service for the railway, but it 
cannot yet be stated when a decision will 
be arrived at, or what the decision will 
Be. 


CREW ACCOMMODATION ON THE 
S.S. ARABIAN. 
Mr. T. P. OCONNOR (Liverpool, Scot- 
land): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he is aware that 
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on board the steamship Arabian, of 
Liverpool, the crew are housed in rooms 
which do not allow a man of ordinary 
stature to stand upright ; whether he is 
aware that the acting principal officer of 
the Surveyors’ Department in Liverpool 
had his attention drawn to this fact, and 
with what result ; and whether any ship 
built before the passing of the Crew 
Space Act of 1867, and registered in the 
United Kingdom, is exempt from the 
conditions laid down in the said Act? 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (for Mr. Ruircme): 
The attention of the officers of the Board 
of Trade at Liverpool was called to the 
crew space of the vessel referred to, by 
the local secretary of the Sailors’ and 
Firemen’s Union in April last. It was 
found that, although the average height 
of the space was more than 5ft. 6in., por- 
tions of it were of less height. The Act 
does not specify any particular height, 
and as the Arabian was built before 
the present regulations were laid down, 
and as the entire cubic and floor space 
provided per man are considerably more 
than the Act requires, the Board did not 
think they would be justified in calling 
upon the owners to reconstruct the fore- 
castle. No ship is exempt from the con- 
ditions laid down in the Act. 


Scottish 


AUSTRALIAN MINT. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the Treasury authorities have 
considered the request of the Australian 
Premiers for permission to coin silver in 
the Australian branches of the Royal 
Mint; and, if so, with what result? 


THe CHANCELLOR or tus EXCHE- 
QUER: The matter is still under con- 
sideration. 


ATLANTIC STEAMSHIP 
CANADA. 
Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Secre- 

tary of State for the Colonies whether 

the negotiations with Messrs. Petersen, 

Tate, and Company for the establishment 

of a fast Atlantic steamship service be- 
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tween Great Britain and Canada have 
been finally abandoned ; and whether it 
is the intention of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to co-operate with the Government 
of the Dominion in calling for fresh 
tenders? 


Prisons. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. Cuamperzary, Bir- 
mingham, W.): Yes; Her Majesty’s 
Government have not been asked to co- 
operate with the Dominion Government ; 
the contract for the steamer service would 
be made by the Dominion Government, 
and not with Her Majesty’s Government. 


IMPERIAL PENNY POSTAGE. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is in a 
position to indicate the date on which the 
new scheme of Imperial penny postage 
will be brought into practical operation? 


Mr. HANBURY: It is proposed to 
carry into operation on Christmas Day 
the scheme of penny postage between 
this country and such British Colonies as 
are prepared to adopt it. 


SCOTTISH PRISONS. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate whether, considering 
the dissatisfaction that exists in the 
prison service in Scotland, an inquiry 
will be held regarding the condition of 
Scottish prisons as to staff and remunera- 
tion? 


Toe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Granam 
Murray, Buteshire): The Secretary for 
Scotland does not accept the assumption 
contained in the honourable Member’s 
Question, and sees no reason for an 
inquiry. 


Dr. CLARK: Is the right honourable 
Gentleman not aware that there has been 
a considerable amount of correspondence 
between the Scotch Office and the staff 
which discloses this dissatisfaction ! 

2N2 





915 


Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am aware 
of the correspondence. But the dissatis- 
faction is not general. It is confined 
partly to two medical officers. It may 
almost be said to be confined to one man. 


Dr. CLARK: Are not the prisons very 
much undermanned in regard to warders? 
Is it not the case there is no one to 
attend to the sick, and is not the condi- 
tion stated by a medical officer to be 
very serious! 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


VICTOR DE L°’HERAULT'S ESTATE. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
he wil! furnish a full and detailed state- 
ment of all investments, receipts, and 
payments in connection with the estate of 
Victor de VHerault, late of Shannon 
Lodge, Carrick-on-Shannon, from 1879 to 
the present date, as is required by the 
Act of 39 and 40 Victoria? 


Mr. ATKINSON: At the request of 
my right honourable Friend I will answer 
this Question. An abstract account of 
the receipts and payments of the Trea- 
sury Solicitor in the administration of 
estates on behalf of the Crown, under the 
authority of the 39th and 40th Vict., 
cap. 18, is annually laid before Parlia- 
ment, and the separate presentation of a 
Return dealing with individual estates is 
not considered necessary. I see no suffi- 
cient reason, therefore, for furnishing the 
statement referred to in the honourable 
Member’s Question. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right honour- 
able Gentleman kindly inform me where 
I can find the Return? 


Mr. ATKINSON: A Return is pre- 
sented every year of all estate receipts 
and disbursements, but there is no sepa- 
rate Return for each estate. It is not 
required by Act of Parliament. 


Mr. DILLON: As there are great com- 
plaints, will the right honourable Gentle- 
man give a Return for this estate? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


The 
Question has been answered. 
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PEKIN-HANKAU RAILWAY 
CONCESSION. 

Mr. R. G. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, 
E.): On behalf of the honourable Mem- 
ber for the Ecclesall Division of Shef- 
field I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he- 
has yet received any information as to 
the reports that the Belgian Syndicate, 
which holds the concession for the Pekin- 
Hankau Railway, has transferred its 
rights to the Russo-Chinese Bank, whose: 
capital has been mainly supplied by the 
Russian Government ? 


Tne FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): The information in our possession 
does not enable me to give an answer 
to the honourable Member’s Question. 
The agreement referred to is now under 
discussion with the Tsung-li-Yamen at 
Pekin, by whom it has lately been 
received from Shanghai. 


Mr. R. G. WEBSTER: I understand: 
that other Questions on this are to be 
put presently on private notice, so I will 
not press for further information now. 


GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES AND THE 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT. 
Mr. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): I beg 

to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether workmen in the employ of the 
Government will have a choice between 
the proposed alternative Government 
scheme to the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act and the provisions of the Act itself ; 
and whether any difference will be made 
in regard to conditions of employment or 
otherwise between workmen who accept 
the alternative scheme and those who 
prefer not to contract out of the Act, 
or whether their choice will be perfectly 
free? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Act provides 
that the employer may contract with any 
workman to substitute an approved alter- 
native scheme for the provisions of the 
Act. The Government, as other em- 


ployers, may therefore refuse to give any 
workman a choice between two schemes 
—but, if such choice is given, as it no 
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doubt will be if the alternative Govern- 
ment scheme is approved, the choice will 
be free, and the conditions of employ- 
ment will be the same in all other 
respects whichever scheme the workman 
may prefer. 


PLAGUE AT GARSHANKER. 

Sir W. WEDDERBURN : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
he is aware that on the 27th of April 
last a proclamation was issued requiring 
the 6,000 inhabitants of Garshanker, on 
account of plague, to leave the town 
within 24 hours, and go to some place 
outside of the town to be indicated when 
fixed; whether it has been brought to 
his notice that in his evidence the native 
magistrate has stated that at this time 
huts to accommodate these people were 
not in existence ; whether, before the 24 
hours had expired, on the morning of 
the 28th, the police attempted to drive 
the people out of the town; whether a 
disturbance resulted, and the police fired 
upon the people without orders, killing 
nine of them; whether his attention has 
been drawn to the remarks of the Lieu- 
tenant Governor of the Punjaub, to the 
effect that the police continued to fire 
in spite of the efforts made by their 
officers to stop them ; and whether, under 
these circumstances, he will reconsider 
the question of an inquiry by an impar- 
tial authority? 


‘THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: After a month spent, as I have 
already stated, in persuasion and warn- 
ing, a proclamation was issued on the 
27th April, requiring the inhabitants of 
Garshanker to evacuate the town, and 
giving them till the following day to 
comply. Next morning, accordingly, a 
force of 250 police was marched into 
the town, in order to arrange for the 
evacuation by persuasion, if possible, or, 
failing that, by force. The results I 
described in my answer to the honourable 
Member’s Question on Tuesday last. The 
police, being violently assailed with 
brickbats and other missiles, which 
wounded many of them, fired without 
orders, and their officers were at first 
unable to check them, but soon suc- 
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ceeded. The summing-up of the Lieu- 
tenant Governor was that— 


“though some of the police, when attacked 
by the crowd (which consisted exclusively 
of men), committed the mistake of firing with- 
out orders, they showed no want of discipline 
in other respects, and worked well and 
loyally.” 


As to the provision of huts, I have seen 
no evidence to the effect mentioned in 
the Question, but the inhabitants had 
been informed that all possible help 
would be given to them by the provision 
of huts and otherwise. I expect to 
receive further information on certain 
points, but at present I see no reason to 
change my opinion as to the suggestion 
of a special inquiry. 


DUNGANNON AND COOKSTOWN 
MAILS. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, is 
he aware that English letters and Dublin 
newspapers reach Dungannon at 8.47 
a.m.; that, allowing five minutes jor 
delay, the train should reach Cookstown 
at 9.17; that, instead, it does not arrive 
till 9.50, showing a delay of 33 minutes 
between these two towns; and whether 
he will take steps to have the railway 
service improved between Dungannon 
and Cookstown so that English letters 
may be delivered in the latter half an 
hour earlier every morning! 

Mr. HANBURY: The train conveying 
English letters and Dublin newspapers 
is due at Dungannon at 8.47 a.m., and 
the train on the branch line to Cooks- 
town leaves Dungannon at 9.25 a.m., and 
reaches Cookstown at 9.50 a.m., as stated 
by the honourable Member. An earlier 
departure from Dungannon would sever 
the connection with the train due there at 
9.23 a.m. from Londonderry and Armagh, 
and would no doubt be inconvenient to 
passengers. 


TELEPHONE COMMITTEE’S REPORT. 
Mr. COHEN: I beg to ask the Secre- 


tary to the Treasury whether he is aware 
that the Vorth British Daily Mail, of 
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6th August, contained not only a ver- 
batim report of the draft Report of the 
Chairman of the Telephone Committee, 
with the Amendments adopted by the 
Committee up to the close of their sitting 
on Friday last, but also a leading article 
on the recommendations stated to have 
been decided on by the Committee ; and 
whether, seeing that it is impossible that 
this information could have reached the 
London correspondent of the orth 
British Daily Mail in time to be pub- 
lished and commented on in the issue of 
that paper on Saturady morning the 10th 
instant except it had been conveyed im- 
mediately after the close of the sitting 
of the Telephone Committee on Friday 
last, he has any means or clue to discover 
in what way this' confidential document 
was communicated to this newspaper? 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes, Sir; the Vorth 
British Daily Mail, published in Glasgow, 
contained on Saturday morning a ver- 
batim copy of the draft Report, including 
the Amendments made at the sitting on 
Friday. I have no further clue to dis- 
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Mr. GRAHAM MURRAY: The honour- 
able Member will find the particulars 
|he desires on page 6 of the Statistical 
| Return presented by the Scotch Educa- 
tion Department on 28th April last. 


LEAVE TO POST OFFICE VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to.the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether em- 
ployees on what is known as the major 
establishment of the Post Office who hold 
commissions in Volunteer corps are by 
attending the camp at Aldershot the 
losers either monetarily or in time 
deducted from vacation? 


Mr. HANBURY: The officers referred 
to are allowed special leave of absence 
by the Postmaster General to attend 
camps of instruction. The work of these 





| their comrades without 
|pense. In the lower grades of the ser- 
| vice, on the contrary, the duties of all 


gentlemen is done in their absence by 
additional ex- 


cover in what way the information was/| absentees, whether in camps of instruc- 


communicated. 


tion or elsewhere, are provided for by 
substitutes or by overtime, which must 


Mr. TOMLINSON : May I ask whether | pe paid for either by the public or by the 
the Government have in contemplation | absentees. 


the appointment of a Committee to in- 
vestigate cases of this kind to ascertain 
how this thing is done, and to consider 
whether tite publication of such confiden- 
tial documents does not constitute 
breach of the privileges of the House? 


Mr. HANBURY: The same thing has 
repeatedly happened this year—I think 
in the case of every important Committee 
which has sat—and I think it is certainly 
a matter which ought to be looked into. 


SCOTCH SCHOOL REGISTERS. 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate if he can 


give the total number of scholars on the | 


school registers in State-aided schools in 
Scotland between the ages of 11 and 12, 
and 12 and 13, and over 13 respectively, 
for the year ended 30th September, 1897, 
with the percentage which these ages 
bear to the total register? 


Mr. Cohen. 


| 
| 
| KEW GARDENS 
| 


| Mr. STEADMAN: May I be allowed 
| to ask why if the higher officials are 
| allowed the privilege without loss of 
| salary it should not be enjoyed by those 
| in the lower scale? 

| Mr. HANBURY: I will look into the 
|matter; I think there may be something 
in it. 


EXTENSION. 

Mr. SKEWES-COX (Surrey, King- 
ston): I beg to ask the First Commis- 
| sioner of Works if he can state the 
approximate date when the Queen’s Cot- 
|tage Grounds at Kew Gardens will be 
| opened to the public? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: It will noz 
be practicable to admit the public into 
these grounds until next spring, as there 
are no funds available this year for the 
cost of fencing and other necessary work 
which must first be carried out. 











— 


ll 
ic 
Oy 
st 
he 


no. 
nto 
ere 
the 
ork 





921 German Claims 


CABLE FROM BRITISH COLUMBIA TO 
AUSTRALASIA. 

Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Black- 
friars): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he can 
inform the House of the present position 
of the negotiations relating to the pro- 
posed Pacific submarine telegraph cable 
from British Columbia to the Australian 
Colonies ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe 
COLONIES: We have no proposals from 
Canada or from South Australia, Western 
Australia, and New Zealand. The 
Premiers of the remaining four Austra- 
lasian Colonies have joined ina resolution 
that their Colonies will favourably con- 
sider the proposal for a Pacific cable, pro- 
vided that Canada and the United King- 
dom will each contribute one-third of the 
cost. Until we have formal and definite 
proposals from all the Governments con- 
cerned, Her Majesty’s Government cannot 
proceed further in the matter. 


WELSH COAL FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he will inform the House from 
what collieries the Admiralty have 
ordered coal for use on Her Majesty’s 
ships since the beginning of the strike 
in South Wales; whether, before order- 
ing such coal, its fitness for use for 
marine engines had been tested by the 
Admiralty either by analysis or other- 
wise ; and, if so, whether the particulars 
and results of such tests will be laid 
before the House; whether any of the 
North Wales coalowners have since the 
beginning of the coal strike in South 
Wales offered coal to the Admiralty for 
use on Her Majesty’s ships; whether an 
analysis of such coal was sent to the 
Admiralty ; and, if so, whether such ana- 
lysis will be laid before the House; and 
whether the same opportunity will be 
given to the North Wales coalowners as 
was given to Scotch and north country 
coal owners of tendering for the supply 
of coal for use on Her Majesty’s ships? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I must decline to 


make any statement in reply to the 
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Questions contained in the first, second, 
and fourth paragraphs of the honourable 
Member’s Question. Several North 
Wales coalowners have offered their coal, 
and have recently been given an oppor- 
tunity of tendering, the Admiralty having 
been satisfied as to the quality of the 
coal. Equal opportunities will be given 
to all owners of tendering coal that, in 
the opinion of the Admiralty, is suitab!e. 


Mr. MOSS: Do I understand the 
honourable Gentleman to say that the 
North Wales coalowners have been given 
an opportunity of ‘tendering for the 
supply of coals for use on Her Majesty’s 
ships or only in the dockyards? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: They have been 
invited to tender for coal used in the 
Navy. No restriction has been imposed. 


GERMAN CLAIMS IN CHINA. 


Mr. PROVAND: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether any protest was made by 
Her Majesty’s Government against the 
claim for preferential treatment made by 
Herr von Bulow on the part of the 
German Government, to the effect that 
should the Chinese Government desire 
to obtain foreign assistance for the con- 
struction of railways within the limits of 
the province of Shan-tung, they should 
in the first instance offer the contracts 
for the work and _ supplies connected 
therewith to German industry and 
German trade, thus shutting out all other 
countries from participation in trade in 
the province of Shan-tung in connection 
with the construction of railways except 
such as Germany does not want for herself ; 
and whether such claim for preferential 
treatment by the German Government 
is consistent with the favoured-nation 
clause in the Treaty of Tien-tsin, which 
provides that the British Government 
and its subjects would be allowed free 
and equal participation in all privileges, 
immunities, and advantages which might 
be hereafter granted by His Majesty the 
Emperor of China to the Government and 
subjects of any other nation? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: On Ist March, Sir Claude 
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MacDonald was instructed by telegraph 
that the Chinese Government are, of 
course, at liberty to ascertain whether 
German tenders could be obtained for 
railway construction on better terms than 
those made by British capitalists; but 
that Her Majesty’s Government could 
not admit a preferential right on the part 
of Germany simply on the ground of a 
projected line being within the province 
of Shan-tung. Sir Claude MacDona!d 
was directed to oppose any admission of 
such a claim. 


Mr. PROVAND: How do you reconcile 
the claims on the part of Germany with 
the most-favoured-nation clause 





Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
a Question ought not to be put. 


Such 


Mr. PROVAND: I am repeating the 
last paragraph of the Question on the 
Paper. 


Mr. SPEAKER: It ought not to have 
appeared on the Paper. 


Mr. PROVAND: May I ask whether 
any reply has been received to Sir Claude 
MacDonald’s protest to the German 
Minister ; and, if so, what are its terms? 


THe FIRST LORD or tug TREA- 
SURY: The protest was sent to the 
Chinese Government, and no reply has 
been received. 


TRISH TEACHERS FEE 
ARREARS. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX (Londonderry) : 
I beg to ask the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer whether his offer to pay £76,000 
of fee grant arrears to the Irish Nationa 
teachers is conditional on any and what 
action on their part; whether the Trea- 
sury undertake to find any sums which 
may be required to pay pensions to all 
present and future teachers according to 
the scales in the new pension rules, 
if the teachers make good out of 
their contributions one-fourth of the 
sums which may prove to be needed 
to provide those pensions; and whether 
he intends that this undertaking should 
take legislative form in the event of it 


GRANT 


First Lord of the Treasury. 


{COMMONS} 








Defences. 924 


being accepted by the teachers as satis- 
factory ? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer asks me to reply to this 
Question. His offer, as stated at the 
time, and also in his reply on 4th August 
to the honourable Member for East Mayo, 
was conditional on the acceptance by the 
teachers of the new pension rules and the 
obligation to pay one-fourth of the sums 
needed to provide the pensions. The 
answer to the second paragraph is in 
the affirmative. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer sees no necessity for legisla- 
tion. 


CLYDE DEFENCES. 

Mr. PIRIE: I bee to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view of 
the establishment of a naval arsenal by 
Russia on the Kola river, and of the 
railway which is in construction by that 
country to the ice-free harbour of Port 
Victoria, with the opening next year of a 
harbour at Ekaterina, whereby the pre- 
sent conditions in the northern seas will 
be seriously affected, the Government, 
having regard to the strategic, naval, and 
commercial advantages to be derived, will 
consider the advisability of adding as an 
instruction to the Commssion about to 
be appointed to inquire into the Clyde 
defences, to report at the same time on 
the question of enlarging the existing 
canal between the Clyde and the Firth 
of Forth into a sea canal similar to the 
one recently opened at Kiel? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I must refer the 
honourable Member to the answer given 
to him on the 27th June by my honour- 
able Friend the Under Secretary of State 
for War, stating that it had been decided 
to send experts to report on certain 
details connected with the defences of 
the Clyde. The inquiry is of a purely 
local character, and the consideration of 
the larger question referred to would not 
be entrusted to such a Committee. 


Mr. PIRIE: Have the Government 
taken into consideration the appointment 
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of a special commission to inquire into 
this matter? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: The answer to that is in the 
negative. 


INDEX TO QUESTIONS. 

Mr. LEWIS: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, to enable 
Members to follow closely the proceedings 
of the House, and particularly to spare 
them the trouble of asking and Ministers 
of replying to Questions which have 
already been asked and answered, he will, 
from the beginning of next Session, cause 
an index of the Report of the Votes and 
Proceedings of the House, including Ques- 
tions, to be kept in the Library or some 
other convenient place in the precincts of 
the House, and entered up day by day? 


Toe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I believe there is an index to the 
Votes and Proceedings of this House. I 
understand, however, that the Question 
is put on the paper principally in the 
interest of having an index to Questions 


and Answers given in this House day by | 


day. Iam afraid there is no machinery 
by which such a result could be obtained, 
neither do I know how it could be con- 
trived. 


REPORT OF ROYAL COMMISSION ON 
LICENSING. 
Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwood) : 


I bee to ask the First Lord of the Trea- ! 
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BACTERIOLOGICAL INSTITUVE FOR 
INDIA. 

Mr. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, W.) : 
|I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| India whether he is aware of the proposal 
'to found a bacteriological institute in 
| India ; whether he will state whether the 
| Government of India have sanctioned the 
| project; if so, to what extent are they 
|committed ; whether the funds for this 
| project are being raised by subscriptions 
\from Indian princes, and to what extent 
has this been done ; whether he will state 
whether it is intended that experiments 
on animals shall be carried on under this 
project ; whether the institute is designed 
| as a memorial of the Diamond Jubilee of 
|the Queen; and whether, having regard 
|to the divergence of views in reference 
to such an institution, he is in a position 


on Salisbury Plain. 


to recommend, as a memorial of Her 
Majesty’s Jubilee in India, some work of 
|benevolence commanding general sup- 
| port? 

| -TuHe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: I am aware that the Govern- 
ment of India have had before them 





proposals for the foundation of a Pasteur 
| Institute, to which a_ bacteriologica! 
\laboratory would be attached. Such in- 
stitutions have to be almost entirely sup- 
| ported by private subscription. Inde- 
pendently of this project the Government 
of India have had under their considera- 
tion the advisability of establishing an 
| institution for the bacteriological investi- 

ion of certain diseases specially preve- 


| gat 
|lent in tropical climates. No information 
has reached me which justifies the es- 
| sumptions and suggestions of the last 
| three Questions. 
| 
| 


sury if he can state when the Report | 


of the Royal Commission on the Licens- | 


ing Laws will be issued? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY : I am informed that the Chairman 
of the Commission is now engaged on 
the Report and that the Commission has 
ceased to take evidence ; but the subject 
is a very large one, and I am certainly 
not in a position to indicate any date 
on which the Report stage of the proceed- 
ings may be concluded. 


| MILITARY MAN(CEUVRES ON SALIS- 
BURY PLAIN. 

Mr. R. G. WEBSTER: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether any facilities can be given to 
see the concluding field day of the troops 
at the ensuing autumn manceuvres at 
Salisbury Plain to any Members of this 
House who, being in the South of Eng- 
land at that time, may wish to see that 


field day? 
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Mr. BRODRICK: There will be a MOROCCO. 
roped enclosure on Beacon Hill, a natural} Mr. GRIFFITH: I beg to ask the 


point of vantage for sightseers, where it 
is proposed that the march past shall 
take place on 8th September.  Ad- 
mittance to the enclosure will be obtained 
by Members of the House of Commons 
who intimate to the Quarter-Master 
General, at the War Office, on or before 
the Ist September, their intention of 
being present. 


LETTERKENNY RAILWAY. 

Mr. VESEY KNOX: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
Treasury have received a copy of a reso 
lution of the grand jury of the county 
and city of Derry relating to the charge 
for the Letterkenny Railway; and 
whether he can explain what the effect 
of the increased traffic due to the Burton 
Port extension will be upon this charge? 


Mr. HANBURY: The Treasury have 
received a copy of the resolution referred 
to. The increased traffic to be derived 
from the Burton Port extension may be 
expected to improve the net earnings of 
the Letterkenny line. The benefit of 
such improvement will go in part to the 
Londonderry and Lough Swilly Railway 
Company, who work the line under an 
agreement with the Board of Works, ter- 
minating in 1917, and partly to the Board 
cf Works towards redemption of a loan 
of £50,000, advanced by them in 1880, 
of which the whole principal and £9,498 
arrears of interest were outstanding on 
the 31st of March last. If the portion of 
the improved revenue which accrues to 
the Board of Works under the agreement 
should be more than sufficient to cover 
that Board’s charges in respect of the 
loan of £50,000, the balance would be 
available for reduction of the charge 
levied upon the guaranteeing areas. But 
it is only in the event of such surplus 
revenue being earned that those areas 
can derive any benefit from the increase 
of traffic, because the loan of £35,000, 
for which the guarantee was given, has 
only the second charge upon the net 
receipts. 





Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Treaty and Conven- 
tion, both dated 9th December, 1856, 
between Her Majesty and the Sultan of 
Morocco, mentioned in the letter from 
the Mr. Hawksley in the 7'imes of the 
8th inst., are in force; and, if so, what 
is meant by the warning issued by the 
Foreign Office, as mentioned in the 
Times of the 4th inst., that no trading 
or other operations can be undertaken 
in the dominions of the Sultan of Morocco 
without the consent of the Sultan having 
been previously obtained? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA. 
SURY: The provisions of the Treaty and 
Convention are subject to the restrictions 
which are imposed on other foreigners. 
There is a general restriction in trade 
with the tribes on the north-west coast 
beyond Mogador, where no recognised 
port of entry exists, and the notice applies 
to that part of the coast. Where there 
is a general permission for trade special 
consent is, of course, not necessary. The 
notice unfortunately did not mention an 
eastern limit, but the intention is suffi- 
ciently clear. 


Mr. GRIFFITH: May I ask whether 
the restriction laid on our trade in ac- 
cordance with the warning is laid on 
the trade of other nations! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: I conceive that is so. It is per- 
fectly in accordance with the spirit of the 
Convention. Special inquiries will be 
made on the matter. If the honourable 
Member will put down a Question to- 
morrow I will endeavour to answer it. 


VOLUNTEER VOTE. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont): I wish to ask the Leader of the 
House whether he can arrange that in 
future Sessions the Vote for the grant in 
aid of the Volunteer force sha!l be taken 
in one Vote, instead of being divided 
into two as now? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I suppose the object 
of my honourable Friend 1s to have one 
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discussion on the Volunteer Vote. A dis- 
cussion on a supplementary Vote does not 
in any way affect the Debate on the 
main Vote. As to the two Debates this 
year, one commenced at 11.30 and the 
other at 7 or 8 o’clock, and that surely 
afforded ample time for discussion. 
The division of the Vote has only taken 
place when it has been desired to pay 
money in advance. Of course, we will 
endeavour in future years to bring on 
the main Vote as early as possible. 


FAR EAST. 

Mr. J. WALTON (York, W.R., Barns- 
ley): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he can state to the 
House the conditions of the concessiun 
of the Pekin-Hankau Railway, and also 
on what terms and conditions the Russo- 
Chinese Bank is providing the money for 
that undertaking; and whether equa! 
rights are expressly reserved for British 
commerce and trade as guaranteed by the 
Treaty of Tien-tsin? y 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): Before 
the right honourable Gentleman answers 
that Question I should like to ask him 
another, of which I have given him 
private notice—namely, whether he can 
inform the House if it is the fact that 
the Tsung-li-Yamen have given a formal 
assent to ‘the conditions imposed by M. 
Pavloff with regard to the contract for 
the Niu-chwang Railway extension loan ; 
the said conditions being that the line 
should not be mortgaged as security, and 
that no foreign control or interference of 
any description should be permitted, even 
in case of default; and whether these 
conditions directly conflict with the terms 
of the signed contract? 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY: In answer to the Question of the 
honourable Member for Barnsley with 
reference to_.the Pekin-Hankau Railway, 
I have already, in answer to a previous 
Question, stated that the information 
in our possession does not enable me 
to answer it. In regard to the Question 
put by my honourable Friend with refer- 
ence tothe Niu-chwang Railway, the facts 
are substantially as he states. The 
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matter is engaging the serious attention 
of Her Majesty’s Government. 


Mr. J. WALTON: May I ask the right 
honourable Gentleman whether he will 
telegraph to Sir Claude MacDonald for 
further information in regard to this 
matter and communicate his reply to the 
House before it rises to-morrow! 


Tue FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY: Sir Claude MacDonald is per- 
fectly aware of the interest and anxiety 
felt in regard to this concession, and I 
do not think that there is any necessity 
to telegraph to him. 


ORDER OF THE DAY. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL. 


This Bill passed through Committee, 
and was reported without Amendment, 
and was read a second time. Put down 
for the Third Reading To-morrow. 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 

On going into Committee on East 
India Revenue Accounts, Mr. Herbert 
Roberts moved— 


“That, in the opinion of this House, the 
recent alterations made in the law relating to 
sedition and the control of the Press in India, 
being a distinct departure from the traditional 
policy of the Indian Government in regard to 
the Press and to public criticism, demand the 
immediate attention of Parliament ; and that, 
having regard to the conditions of British rule 
in India, and to the exceptional part played by 
the Indian Press as the only medium for ex- 
pressing the opinion of the people as to 
Government measures, and to the fact that 
such a policy of restriction and intimidation 
must, if persisted in, result in producing ele- 
ments of danger to the Government of India, it 
is desirable that the legislation in questiom 
should be repealed at the earliest opportunity.” 


*Mr. J.H.ROBERTS : I make this Motion 
in order to raise a matter of considerable 
importance, but before I state briefly the 
ground upon which I make the Motion. I 
desire to make one reference to a very 
important event which has recently 
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occurred with regard to India. I allude 
to the appointment of the right honour- 
able Gentleman the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs to the Viceroyalty of 
India, and I express, not only my own 
opinion, but the opinion of all those 
who sit upon this side of the House, when 
I say, though we congratulate him upon 
his magnificent appointment, we also 
regret that for some period, at all events, 
we shall lose one of the most dis- 
tinguished Members of this House. We 
sincerely hope that the career upon which 
he is now entering will be distinguished 
and successful, and will also be remem- 
bered in years to come as having been a 
Vice-royalty which was a wise and 
sympathetic and peaceful one in the 
administration of Indian affairs. Now, I 
will explain very briefly the grounds upon 
which I make this Motion. I do not 
think it is necessary for me to make any 
explanation to the House as to why I, 
under the present unsatisfactory con- 
ditions, bring such a Motion forward, 
because the question raised by my Motion 
is not one with regard to a single incident 
of the administration of Indian affairs. 
It does not concern any particular act 
of the executive Government of India, 
but it deals with a question which 
involves important principles and altera- 
tions in the law which materially changes 
the criminal procedure of that country. 
First of all, I would like to draw atten- 
tion to the Parliamentary facts. — Last 
year Parliament was well aware that the 
Government of India contemplated 
making changes in the Penal and 
Criminal Code in India. In July, 1897, 
my right honourable Friend the Leader 
of the Opposition asked a question as to 
whether the House of Commons would 
have an opportunity of discussing these 
alterations before they became law. The 
noble Lord the Secretary of State for 
India replied that the House of Cor- 
mons would not have an opportunity 9>f 
discussing them before they became law, 
but they would have an opportunity of 
reviewing them afterwards. In February 
last I moved an Amendment to the 


Queen’s Speech calling attention to the 
question of Press legislation in India, and 
in his reply the noble Lord said he had not 
at that time decided whether the altera- 
tions should stand or not, but that when 
he had decided that question he wouid 


Mr. J. H. Roberts. 
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present the Papers to the House, and 
that that would afford a convenient 
opportunity for the Debate. Those 
Papers were presented to the House 
before it rose for the Whitsuntide Recess, 
and that being so. how comes it that we 
are driven to the expiring moments of 
the present Session before we have an 
opportunity of discussing this important 
question! I do not blame the noble Lord, 
and I do not say that he had any desire 
to shirk the discussion, but we certainly 
have been prevented from discussing it 
until to-day, and I regret it extremely, 
not only in the interest of India, but also 
because it will create the impression that 
there has been a violation of the promise 
of the noble Lord the Secretary of State 
for India. I cannot leave this point 
without expressing my dissatisfaction— 
and I think I am reflecting the views not 
only of those who sit upon this side of 
the House, but of many who support the 
Government—where I say that it has 
almost become a public scandal that our 
Parliamentary procedure comvels us to 
have relegated to this particular period 
of the Session the discussion of im- 
portant questions regarding India. It is 
impossible to conceive why the Budget of 
an Empire larger than that of the first 
Napoleon should form the annual 
annoyance and despair of the House 
cf Commons. One of the most useful 
lessons to be found in that admir- 
able work upon India, written by Sir 
Courtenay Ibert, is the fact which he 
drives home with irresistible force that 
the Indian Empire, in regard to its terri- 
tories, law, and constitution, is <he 
direct outgrowth of the will of the British 
Parliament, which, in the long run, is 
responsible to the Government of India. 
In the interest of India, what I think 1s 
required is not constant friction and con- 
flict between the official element of the 
Government of India and any political 
section of this House, but that the House 
of Commons as a whole should he 
awakened to a sense of its responsibili- 
ties and obligations towards India. That 
is the spirit, at all events, in which I 
desire to approach the discussion of the 
Indian question. There is not a Member 
of this House who is prouder of the 
splendid achievements which have 
resulted in our present position in 
India than myself, and there is no 
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one who is prouder of the conduct of the 
Indian Government, having regard to the 
great difficulties which have, especially 
of late, surrounded the Indian Adminis- 
tration—difficulties which have been met 
with a courage and an untiring devotion 
worthy of the best traditions of tie 
Indian Service. But, Sir, although I 
held those opinions, I think I should he 
acting falsely, holding the opinions tha: 
I do as to the great and perilous mis- 
take which the Government of India has 
made, in my judgment, with regard to 
the legislation to which my Motion 
refers, if I did not, under the present 
disadvantageous circumstances, bring the 
matter before the House and ask the 
House to pass its judgment upon it. 
Before I proceed to deal very briefly with 
two or three of the principal altera- 
tions which have been made in the 
Codes, I desire to make one or 
two general observations as to the 
character of the legislation passed 
and to the circumstances under 
which it was initiated. I think that 
it will be admitted upon all sides that 
the effect of this legislation in regard to 
the Press will be to restrict the native 
Press of India and the right of public 
criticism of Government matters. One or 
two points will hardly be disputed, first, 
that the policy of the Indian Government 
in this matter in respect to Press legisla- 
tion is undoubtedly directly opposed to 
the policy of the Government of India 
during the last half century. Secondly, 
it will be admitted, because it is well 
known, that tue previous attempt to 
restrict the native Press of India, made 
in 1878 by Lord Lytton’s Act, proved 
a failure, and that Act was repealed, 
after three years, in 1881; and I think 
it will be generally admitted that it is un- 
wise in India to repress the expression of 
public opinion, as that will inevitably lead 
to disaffection, all the more serious and 
dangerous because of its hidden character. 
I would not, however, be surprised to hear 
a supporter of that legislation get 
up and support it by the argument that 
in this case the circumstances of India 
called for exceptional treatment, that the 
usual axioms as to the liberty of th+ 
Press did not hold good, because the 
native Press of India during the past 
year and a half had been the exciting 
element in the recent disturbances which 
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we all so much deplore. I should like 
to examine that statement for a momenv. 
It seems to me that to get up and say 
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that the native Press of India 
has been during these disturbances 
an irritant in the case is to con- 
fuse cause and effect. What are the 
facts! All those who know anything of 


India know that the Press of India, both 
English and native, are written and cic- 
culated for a comparatively small section 
of the community. India, as a whole, 
cannot be said to contain a newspaper- 
reading public. What is written in 
the papers is written mainly in order to 
express to the Government the feelings 
of the people in regard to Government 
measures, and when and where dissatis- 
faction exists it is the duty of these 
papers to say so as plainly as possible. 
What, then, will be the result of the 
suppression under these circumstances ’ 
It will not cure all this evil, but it 
will prevent the people going to the 
Government and telling them what they 
think, and keep the Government in :g- 
norance of the opinion of the community). 
Some honourable Gentlemen will remeia- 
ber the graphic phrase which the honou:- 
able Gentleman the Member for Cardiff 
made use of when pointing out the folly 
of thinking that by suppressing the Press 
the Government would suppress disatfee- 
tion; he described India as “one huge 
whispering gallery,” and said that it was 
folly to suppose that if every paper in the 
Empire were suppressed to-morrow it 
weuld have any practical influence what- 
ever in controlling the disaffectien, if 
it exists, in regard to the Government 
pelicy. That seems to me to be a per- 
fectly true description of the case, 
and it seems to me to be foolish, if not 
dangerous, when Her Majesty’s adminis- 
trators in India are doing their utmost 
to understand the motives and the inner 
workings of the mind of the mass of 
the people of that country, to delibe- 
rately destroy the only channel through 
which any light can come. About a 
year ago the plague was raging in Bom- 
bay and Poonah with all its attendan:z 
horrors, and the Government of Poonah 
immediately took steps to keep away 
any epidemic. Al! their measures were 
conceived for the best ends, but some of 
them aroused the greatest abhorrenc* 
and deepest indignation among the 
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people of the country, and the native 
Press wrote strongly against them, 
especially the measures adopted for in- 
stituting search for plague patients by 
European soldiers. The Government took 
steps to suppress that expression of 
native opinion through the papers, and 
though I think it will be admitted 
that the Press was intimidated to 
a large extent, the disaffection remained, 
and, as events proved, found relief in 
disturbance, and even murder. What 
has been the result? The Government 
have now seen the effect of their plague 
policy, and they have, as the House 
knows, very materially modified that 
pelicy both in Bombay and in Poonah, 
and in Calcutta; modified it in such a 
way as to virtually concede all that was 
demanded by the native Press. Nov, 
with regard to the special disturbances 
referred to, if the Government had recog- 
nised the true effect of that plague policy 
in its early stages and the effect upon the 
native feeling, and had modified it, then 
much of these disturbances would not 
‘have taken place. I am very glad the 
Government of India have seen their 
way to modify their plague policy and 
bring it into line with the feelings of 
the people of the country, but I regret 
to think that this change on the part ot 
the Government will show the people 
that the way to reform is not by con- 
stitutional methods, but by the method 
of disorder and even of outrage. I wiil 
now refer very briefly to the three cr 
four alterations made in the two 
Codes. I will first ef all take the Penal 
Code. There are a great many a‘terations 
disclosed in the Blue Book, but I should 
only weary the House by going through 
them one by one. I only desire to refer 
to two of the principal alterations made 
in the Penal Code. The first alteration 
that I notice is made in section 4 of the 
Criminal Code, which provides that the 
provisions of this Code shall apply in 
future to any native Indian subject cf 
Her Majesty in any place without or 
beyond British India. Now, the result 
of the alteration of that section is that 
the provisions of the Code will in future 
apply, not, as before, only to servants 
of the Queen in States in alliance with 
the Government of India, but to all 
native Indian subjects anvwhere outside 
india. It is certainly a new principle of 
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the law so far as India is concerned, 
that a native subject in India, or over 
here, is to be subject to the risk of being 
tried in India by an Indian magistrate 
for making a speech on an English plat- 
form. I asked the right honourable 
Gentleman a Question in March last upon 
this point. I asked him whether the 
alterations in this section would carry 
that power, and he replied that I could 
understand the section as well as he 
could, but that he should not think such 
& case was conceivable. If it is not 
conceivable, what is the use of exercising 
the power. The inevitable effect of that 
change will be to create the impression in 
India that proceedings will be taken 
against native Indian subjects for making 
speeches in England when it would 
be obviously impossible to take pro- 
ceedings in this country with any 
hope of convictions being obtained. 
I have read the Blue Book, and I cannot 
see any reason for any desire upon the 
part of the British Government that an 
alteration of such a character should be 
made. Now, I have just one other 
alteration to which I wish to draw atten- 
tion, and that is the alteration made in 
section 124a of the Penal Code. The 
section as it originally stood as drafted 
by the late Sir FitzJames Stephens was 
as follows— 


* Whoever by words, either spoken or in- 
tended to be read, or by signs, or by possible 
representation, or otherwise, excites, or 
attempts to excite, feelings of dissatisfaction, 
to the Government established by law in 
British India, shall be punished with trans- 
portation for life, or for any term to which 
tine may be added, or with imprisonment for 

term which may extend for three years to 
which fine may be added, or without fine.” 


The explanations of the section are as 
follows— 


“Such a disapprobation of the measure of 
the Government as is compatible with the dis- 
position to render obedience to the lawful 
authority of the Government, and to support 
the lawful authority of the Government against 
unlawful demands to subvert or resist that 
authority is not disaffection. Therefore the 
making of comments on the measures of the 
Government with the intention of exciting 
only this species of disapprobation, is not 
offence with this clause.” 


The alterations made are of two 
kinds. In the first place, there is in- 
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serted in the body of the section the 
words, “to bring in to hatred and con- 
tempt,” which materially adds to the 
scope of the section, and has the effect 
of bringing under the powers of this 


section not only those charged with | 


exciting feelings of disaffection against 
the Government, but also anyone who 
does anything calculated to bring the 
Government into hatred or contempt. It 
also omits the salutary explanation pro- 
vided by Sir FitzJames Stephen, and 
attaches another which, in my opinion, 
is very unsatisfactory. What are these 
explanations! They are, first— 

“that expression ‘disaffection’ includes dis- 
loyalty and all other feelings of enmity.” 


The obvious query upon that explanation 
is the question, “ What else beside dis- 
loyalty is included in the offence of dis- 
affection?” The second explanation ran 
as follows— 


“That comments expressing disapprobation 
of the measures of Government, without ex- 
citing, or attempting to excite, hatred, con- 
tempt, or disaffection, do not constitute an 
offence.” 


[ put it to the House whether the offence 
disaffection not left, under these 
circumstances, in a dangerously vague con- 
dition, for how could any hostile comment 
be made upon any Measure of the Govern- 
ment without incurring the risk of excit- 
ing contempt for that Government? 
How would such a law operate in this 
country, where it is the acknowledged 
business of half the House of Commons 


is 
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the Indian Penal Code does in substance re- 
produce the law of sedition in force in the 
United Kingdom, we consider that it is not 
necessary or desirable to amend the section. 
[t might, indeed, be possible, by re-drafting 
it, to make its meaning more clear, but we 
think it unwise to undertake any revision of 
jit so long as the interpretation hitherto 
placed upon it by the courts in India is 
inaintained.” 


It is clear from the unmistakable lan- 
guage of that paragraph that no altera- 
tion was required in the section to which 
I have referred ; that the Government of 
India, the authority responsible for the 
maintenance of law and order in the 
country, considered section 124a as it 
stood sufficient to deal with all cases 
|of sedition. They did not ask for any 
|change ; how came it about then that this 
|alteration was made in the section to 
which I have referred? By whom, and 
at whose instigation, has the change been 
made? A perusal of the public papers 
must lead to the conclusion that the 
change was dictated to the Government 
of India by the noble Lord opposite, who 








represents the Government of India. If 
any Member will read paragraphs 3 and 


|4 in the letter of the Secretary of State 
to the Government of India, conveying 
his views to them, they will see this 
very clearly. I will refer to one extract 
only from the letter of the noble Lord. 
| It is in paragraph 3 of his letter, and is 
| to this effect— 


“Your Government, however, admits that 
|the section is somewhat intricate and perplex- 
|ing, and that its meaning may be elucidated 
|by better drafting. It is therefore desirable 





to bring into contempt the Measures of| that the definition of the offence may be made 


the Government which are opposed to the 
principles which they hold! I have one 
further remark to make upon the altera- 
tion made in this section. I would refer 


honourable Members of the House to the | 
of 


fact, revealed in paragraph 5, page 6, 
the Papers, in the statement of the views 
of the Government of India addressed 
to the Secretary of State upon the whole 
question. In that paragraph the Govern- 
ment of India distinctly state that it was 
not necessary to amend this section 124a 
of the Penal Code. I will read one sen- 
tence only from the paragraph, but it is 
2 sentence in which a most important 
statement is made. It is as follows— 


“Since then two of the highest courts of 
India have laid it down that section 124a of 


| as simple and clear as possible, and I [note 
;the personal pronoun] have come to the con- 
jclusion that the section should be revised ; 
jand, this being so, it seems better to make 
|the necessary alteration simultaneously with 
a change of jurisdiction. As to the exact 
|form which such an alteration should take, I 
should be glad to receive by telegraph the 
views of your Lordship’s Government, but I 


request that you would consider the draft 
which I enclose.” 
That drat, despite the opinion of 


the Government of India that no change 
was required in the section, was in sub- 
stance adopted, and it seems clear to me 
that this important change in a vita’ 
section of the Code has been carried out 
at the instance of the noble Lord and 
contrary to the views of the responsible 
authority in India. So much for the 
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Penal Code. Before I sit down I will 
refer very briefly to two of the principal 
changes made in the Criminal Procedure 
Code. The first of these is the alteration 
made in section 108 of that Code. Pre- 
viously, Indian magistrates possessed 
powers to require substantial security for 
good behaviour from vagabonds, and in- 
tending criminals and bad characters, and 
upon their failure to give such security 
they had the power to imprison with hard 
labour. This power rested obviously 
upon the exceptional character of the 
offenders, and was given to them in order 
to enable them to deal with the worst 
elements in Indian society. By this 
alteration in the law, newspaper editors 
were to be henceforth classed with those 
previously considered the scum of society 
in India. Again, these editors were to 
be tried in future by district magistrates. 
Let them consider the position. A dis- 
trict magistrate in India was the head 
of the police of his district ; he therefore 
must virtually be the prosecutor in such 
cases. He, as head of the police, would 
hear that an editor of a newspaper had 
been attempting to disseminate seditious 
matter, and would order a prosecution. 
When this had been done, he himself 
would be empowered to try the case, and 
if the editor was unable to find sufficient 
bail to satisfy the magistrate, he would 
be empowered by section 122 +o decline 
the security offered, and by section 123 
to imprison him with hard labour. The 
liberty of the Press under such a system 
ceases to exist. By a change of this kind 
you abolish trial by jury, and place the 
judicial power in the hands of men wao 
are bound to be the prosecutors as well 
as the judge. That is a serious exten- 
sion of power. Before concluding, I 
should like to allude to the character and 
the extent of the feeling which exists in 
India with regard to these changes. They 
have profoundly affected the mind of the 
people of India, and the feeling of 
opposition and of emphatic protest 
against this legislation is entertained no 
less by the English Press than by the 
native Press. On a previous occa 
sion, in February, I produced quota 
tions drawn entirely from the Eng- 
lish newspapers in India of emphatic 
protest against the changes. I wil’ 
only weary the House with one 


more opinion in reference to this legisla- 
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tion, and which was expressed in the 
pages of Zhe Statesman, to the etfect 
that the extension of section 109 in the 
Criminal Procedure Code to editors of 
newspapers. would place in the hands of 
the executive an engine for the control 
of the Press of the most formidable de- 
scription, and one which in many cases 
might be so used as to stifle free discus- 
sion. I think that was in January. I 
have not time to refer to the opinions of 
native members of the Viceroy’s Council 
when this legislation was being passed 
into law, and neither need I remind the 
House of the emphatic protest passed 
against the legislation by, in the first 
place, the Calcutta Bar, the Anglo-Indian 
Association, the Calcutta Chamber of 
Commerce, and by the British Indian 
Association ; and resolutions were passed 
by a large number of gatherings all over 
the country. Neither, again, need I refer 
to the legal opinion expressed by the 
judges of the Calcutta and Bombay High 
Courts with reference to the undesira- 
bility of making any change in section 
24 before alluded to. But I submit, Mr. 
Speaker, that all these expressions of 
public opinion in India against the legis- 
lation to which I have referred is a body 
of evidence which the House of Commons 
cannot afford to disregard; and I only 
regret, as I have said before, that an 
earlier opportunity has not been given 
us in order to discuss, under more favour- 
able conditions, the details of this impor- 
tant question. I would, in conclusion, 
sum up what I have said by reminding 
the House that I have attempted to de- 
scribe the circumstances leading up to the 
legislation. I have tried to describe to 
the House what we think will be the 
real effect of these changes upon the 
relations between the Government of 
India and those whom they govern. 
There has undoubtedly been a clear depar- 
ture from the law of India as it stood 
before the changes were carried out ; and 
I wait with some interest the opinions 
of the law officers of the Crown on this 
subject. Sir, I am no alarmist, and 
never have been; but lately we have 
heard a great deal about Russia, espe- 


cially in regard to Indian affairs. The 
fear of Russia and the thought of 


Russia have loomed very large on the 
Indian horizon, and they have had a 
great deal to do with shaping of policy of 
the Indian Government. At the present 
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time the shadow of famine and plague 
still hangs over the country; and I. put 
it to the House whether this is, to say 
the least of it, an opportune moment for 
the Government of India to take up in a 
matter of this kind an antagonistic atti- 
tude to the feelings and the opinions of 
the people whom they rule. I hope the 
Government of India themselves will, at 
no distant date, decide in wisdom and 
expediency of repealing this legisla- 
tion. But with regard to myself, 
and those who sit on this side 
of the House, we could not allow 
this opportunity to pass--holding the 
views we do in regard to full liberty of 
the Press in every quarter of Her 
Majesty’s dominions—without a protest, 
even at the eleventh hour, against this 
legislation, and I would express the 
hope, nay, the demand, that it should be 
repealed at the earliest possible oppor- 
tunity. Mr. Speaker, I beg to move. 


Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banffshire) : 
Sir, before I speak on the subject imme- 
diately before the House, I wish to asso- 
ciate myself with the expressions of 
opinion which have fallen from my 
honourable Friend, and I fervently hope 
that the right honourable Gentleman who 
has just been called to his high office 
will govern India in a spirit con 
ducive to the well-being of the mass 
of its population with the same 
success and conspicuous ability which 
has marked his career hitherto. 
I am very glad that my honourable 
Friend has been successful in the ballot, 
and has thus been able to bring on his 
Amendment directed against the new 
sedition laws, because I consider that all 
the errors of the present Government 
culminate in this attack upon free expres- 
sion of opinion. Within the last few 
years there has been a new departure in 
Indian policy. A policy has been 
adopted leading to aggression abroad and 
repression at home; and in order to 
carry out this policy we have be2n 
obliged to abandon our time-honoured 
British methods, and to adopt Russian- 
ised methods. Thus we find ourselves 
compelled to take this final step, and to 
suppress freedom of speech. Criticism 
must be silenced because our doings in 
India will not stand the test of criticism, 
Fortunately it is not yet too late to 
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trace our steps if the House will only look 
the facts. properly in the face. I pro- 
pose, therefore, to address myself to two 
points ; first, to show that by this new 
departure we have left the path of assured 
safety and success; and secondly, that 
the results of following the new 
Russianised policy have been disastrous 
to us both politically and financially, 
Now, first, with regard to the new depar- 
ture, I say that the old policy was the 
right one, the wise and humane policy of 
Lord Lawrence and Lord Ripon. That 
policy was founded upon trust in the 
people, and its fruits were friendly neigh- 
bours beyond the frontier, a contented 
and grateful people within our borders, 
reduced taxation, and a full treasury. I 
was in India during the whole of that 
period, and I speak of what I know. Now 
all this is reversed. Instead of friendly 
neighbours we have established a blood 
feud with the brave tribes who inhabit 
the mountains beyond our borders, and 
have ensured their permanent hostility 
by an irritating and unjust occupation of 
their territory. I do not suppose that 
even now the noble Lord. the Secretary 
of State for India will admit that his for- 
ward policy has proved a disastrous 
failure, but that seems to be the uni- 
versal judgment of public opinion in 
India, whether Indian or Anglo-Indian, 
whether official or non-official. As we 
know, the Indian Press and the Indian 
National Congress have always been 
opposed to this policy of wild military 
adventure; but the novel feature in the 
case is that Anglo-Indian opinion has 
now become converted to the same view, 
as shown recently at Simla, when the 
Honourable Mr. Thorburn made his 
memorable attack on the forward policy 
and was cheered to the echo by the éltte 
of Simla society, as if, to quote Sir James 
Westland’s words, they had been a meet- 
ing of the Indian National Congrass. 
The importance of this Simla meeting 
will be understood when I remind the 
House that Sir Edwin Collen, the Mili- 
tarv Member of Council, was in the chair, 
and among the audience were included 
the Viceroy, the Commander-in-Chief, the 
Lieutenant Governor of the Punjaub, and 
all the leading officials, civil and mili- 
tary. I should like to draw the particu- 
lar attention of the House to the views 
expressed by Mr. Thorburn, who holds 
20 
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the responsible position of Financial 
Commissioner of the Punjaub. Nothing 
could be more graphic or more accurate 
than his review of the facts. This is how 
he describes the jerry-built trans-frontier 
schemes and their collapse :— 


“‘ Speaking as a very old frontier officer, he 
claimed to know something of the ways of 
Pathans. He had watched the progress of 
that policy of expansion, which culminated 
last June, July, and August in a conflagra- 
tion which extended from Peshawur to 
Kurram. The flimsy, costly, and inflammable 
jerry buildings which we had been runnin 
up then caught fire, and were almost burn 
to the ground. The Indian fire brigade was 
summoned, and the fire was put out, but not 
before 2,000 lives had been lost and pauper 
India had been called upon to pay a bill of 
nearly 24 millions sterling.” 


In equally picturesque terms he pointed 
out that the true cause of the outbreak 
was the natural belief of the tribes 
beyond our frontier that they were being 
deprived of their independence :— 


‘“We demarcated the hinterland of our dis- 
tricts, and announced that all within that 
boundary was within the political frontier of 
India. Naturally, the tribesmen thought it 
was the first step to annexation. This was 
the root cause of the trouble. Last year he 
had asked representative Mahomedans, Sikhs, 
and Hindus of the Rawal Pindi Division what 
they considered the cause of the frontier dis- 
turbances, and they almost without exception 
gave the same answer—the high-handedness 
and graspingness of the Government.” 


Not only were the sentiments of Mr. 
Thorburn received with prolonged cheers 
by the audience, but they were also 
applauded by all the leading Anglo- 
Indian papers, such as the Pioneer, the 
Englishman, the Madras Mail, and the 
Bombay Gazette, and even the Times of 
India, which had been the principal advo- 
cate of the forward policy, had to admit 
that Sir James Westland’s defence of the 
Government was “singularly lame and 
halting.” Also the Pioneer, which is 
ordinarily regarded as a_ semi-ofticial 
paper, was unkind enough to point out 
that in 1894 Sir James Westland signed 
a Minute, jointly with Sir Anthony Mac- 
Dowell and Sir Charles Pritchard, warn- 
ing the Government that if they insisted 
on establishing posts in tribal territory 
they would be pursuing a course “ emi- 
nently calculated to set the whole frontier 
in a blaze.” Even the Simla correspon- 


dent of the 7Zimes has thrown over the 
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Government in this matter, pointing out, 
with reference to the fresh troubles now 
brewing, that the Nawab of Dir, being 
subsidised by us, is on this account de- 
tested by every clan whose love of inde- 
pendence makes them resent the British 
occupation of Malakand and Chakdara. 
Looking at all these expressions of 
opinion, I think I may claim that, by 
general consent in India, the Government 
fcrward policy has been proved to be 
wrong in principle and disastrous in 
result. Now, I should like to say a few 
words with regard to this forward policy 
—with regard to our home affairs; but 
before doing that I would like to ask 
the noble Lord a question, a practical 
question, with reference to his new Sedi- 
tion Acts, and it is this: whether he pro- 
poses to take any proceedings against 
these Anglo-English papers for their 
attacks on the Government? For 
example, the Pioneer, referring to the 
Khyber incident, calls it “a shameful and 
inexcusable blunder,” and all the Anglo- 
Indian papers seem to endorse the 
opinion that the 23rd of August, when 
the brave Khyber Rifles were left to their 
fate, was one of “ pain, shame, and humi- 
liation to every Englishman in India.” 
Surely such expressions as these.tend to 
bring the Government into contempt. 
But worse remains behind, with regard to 
the Anglo-Indian papers. I would draw 
the noble Lord’s attention to a recent 
number of the Bombay Gazette, in which 
& very sinister suggestion is made with 
regard to the motives of the Government 
in abandoning the men in the Khyber 
Pass. It asks— 


“What was the object of this singular in- 
action in presence of a known danger?” 


And it replies— 


“The suggestion has been made that the 
intention was to allow the movement of the 
tribes to develop, so as to furnish a reason- 
able pretext for lifting the purdah of the 
Tirah, and annexing that desirable sanitarium, 
as it was then believed to be.” 


Could any suggestion be more damaging? 
The idea seems to be that the Govern- 
ment used these poor men as a sort of 
bait to lure on the Afridis in the same 
way as people tie up a kid in the jungle, 
in order that they may shoot the tiger 
and save its skin. I therefore ask the 
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noble Lord whether he intends to prose- 
cute these Anglo-Indian newspapers 
under his new section. He cannot fail 
to see that such imputations tend 
directly to bring the Government into 
hatred and contempt, but I doubt 
the noble Lord will be prepared to tackle 
such formidable adversaries. For my 
own part I have the profoundest belief 
in the efficacy of Press prosecutions, but, 
after all, “sauce for the goose is sauce 
for the gander,” and I do not see why 
all the terrors of the law should be 
reserved for the weak and defenceless. 
I now turn to the question of the evil 
effects of this forward policy on the 
internal condition of India. Mr Thor- 
burn, in his address, points out that the 
vast expense of these trans-frontier wars 
has resulted in— 


“the long starvation of the civil adminis- 
tration of India.” 


What does that mean as affecting the 
masses of the population? I say that 
it means failure to provide against 
famine and pestilence by agricultural 
development, by fiscal reforms, and by 
sanitary improvements. But this vast 
expenditure has done more than this. 
It has resulted in an increased burden of 
taxation upon the necessaries of life. 
The unhappy, half-starved ryot has to 
pay tax on the salt he eats, on the vil 
he burns, on the strip of cotton cloth 
which he ties round his loins. On his 
salt, as we know, he pays tax at the rate 
of 2,000 per cent.—that is to say, for 
leave to consume one pennyworth of 
salt he must pay a fee of 20 
pence to the Government. Besides 
being overtaxed, the man is_ over- 
rated by the Government as uni- 
versal landlord. I have the authority 
of Sir Bartle Frere for saying that in a 
large class of cases the Government 
demand not only takes the whole of the 
true rent, but trenches on the profit of 
stock and the wages of labour. I have 
given, again and again, figures in this 
connection, and I have brought to tue 
notice of the Secretary of State, and 
even to the notice of his predecessor, 
cases where the rent had been raised 
tenfold at one stroke, but I was unable 
to obtain any redress. Now, what is the 
result? The result isthe ruinofthe great 
body of the peasantry, and the great 
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proportion of the peasantry are now in 
a very bad condition They have no 
credit to obtain food with, and as a rule 
the ryot possesses no store of food or 
of money. He not only possesses 
nothing, but much less than nothing, 
because he is hopelessly in debt to the 
moneylender. The consequence is that 
the peasantry are half-starved, they have 
no stamina to resist even the first attacks 
of famine and pestilence, and the failure 
of one harvest causes them to die in thou- 
sands and tens of thousands. Such being 
the result of the forward policy to the 
masses of India, why, in the name of 
humanity and common sense, not return 
to the kindly spirit of the older times, 
which brought rest and contentment to 
the people? The right and safe policy is 
the British one of trust in the people, 
for the Indian people are deserving of 
trust; they are gentle, intelligent, and 
law-abiding. The ruinous policy is the 
Russian one of trust in police repression. 
‘The police in India are a broken reed, 
which will pierce the hand that leans 
upon it. Does not the noble Lord yet 
see how true were the words of Sir 
Griffith Evans when he pointed out that 
the Government was habitually deceived 
by its informants? Has the case of the 
brothers Natu not been an object-lesson 
to him in this respect? He knows now 
how completely misinformed he was in 
that matter. He deported the Natus 
because he believed they were engaged in 
a conspiracy, which led to the assassina- 
tion of Mr. Rand, and he told us that 
the murder was not the work of an 
isolated fanatic. He now knows that the 
deed was that of the fanatic Chapekar, 
acting by himself. Chapekar has been 
convicted and executed on that under- 
standing, and Mr. Crowe, the judge, of 
Poona, who tried the case, has publicly 
declared that, after weighing all the 
evidence carefully, he found 


“no indication of any conspiracy or design 
on the part of any section of the Poona com- 
munity which could have prompted the 
crime.” 


On the contrary, he states that under 
the plague infliction the people of Poona 


had 


“set an example as law-abiding citizens, not 
only to the rest of the Presidency, but to 
the whole Empire.” 
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It is very extraordinary that, after this 
authoritative declaration, the Natus are 
still detained, and the punitive police in 
Poona have not yet been withdrawn. 
In conclusion I return to the point from 
which I began, and urge this House to 
drop these poor imitations of Russian 
methods, and revert to the good British 
principles upon which our rule is founded 
and which have always produced content- 
ment and prosperity, and I solemnly 
warn the noble Lord that. in suppress- 
ing freedom of speech he is preparing 
for himself a world of trouble. What 
we need in our Indian administration is 
more light, and those who seek to extin- 
guish such light as we now have are 
gravely endangering the safety of our 
great national inheritance. I beg to 
second the Amendment of my honourable 
Friend. 


*Sir A. SCOBLE (Hackney, Central) : 
The honourable Baronet who seconded 
the Resolution very wisely abstained from 
saying anything about it. I, therefore, 
do not propose to follow him in the very 
discursive remarks he has made. I pro- 
pose, in speaking upon this Resolution, to 
devote my attention chiefly to the argu- 
ments used by the honourable Member 
for Denbighshire, who does not appear to 
have laid any stress upon the different 
parts of the Resolution which are most 
likely to make it acceptable to this 
House. His Resolution says that— 

“In the opinion of this House, the recent 
alterations made in the law relating to sedi- 
tion and the control of the Press in India, 
being a distinct departure from the traditional 
policy of the Indian Government in regard 
to the Press and to public criticism.” 


But we have not heard a word as to 
what has been the traditional policy of 
the Government. 


Sirk W. WEDDERBURN: Did I not 
refer to that? 


*Sir A. SCOBLE: I did not hear my 
honourable Friend refer to it. 


Sm W. WEDDERBURN : It was quite 


unintentional. 


*Sir A. SCOBLE: Probably it was unin- 
tentional, but it is still more probable 
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that my honourable Friend felt that he 
could not support it by argument. 
Look into the matter as you like, 
and you will find that there has 
been no departure whatever from the old 
law of India relating to sedition. It is 
precisely the same as when the Indian 
Penal Code was first passed, and no new 
elements and no greater punishments 
have been introduced by recent legisla- 
tion. The old law of India in regard to 
sedition was the English law before the 
year 1860, and when the Indian Penal 
Code was passed the framers of that 
Code limited themselves in this respect to 
following the law of England as _ it 
existed at the time they prepared 
the Code, and in the 113th sec- 
tion of the original draft were reproduced 
the exact words of the English law. Now, 
when the Indian Penal Code was passed in 
1860, by some means or other—whether 
by accident or not I do not know—an 
omission was made, and section 113 was 
not introduced, and in consequence of 
that omission the old English law with 
regard to seditious libel remained in force 
in the Presidency until the Penal Code of 
1870 was passed. As regards the Mo- 
fussil, it is very difficult for me to say 
what the law of seditious libel was, be- 
cause before the introduction of the 
Penal Code the old Mahomedan law 
prevailed there. But in 1870 Sir 
James Stephen passed an Act in which 
section 124a, which isso much under dis- 
cussion now, was introduced for all India. 
Now, as to that section, perhaps I had 
better read it, in order to show what the 
law was before the recent amendment 
was made. It reads— 
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“Whoever, by words, either spoken or in- 
tended to be read, or by signs, or by visible 
representation, or otherwise, excites, or 
attempts to excite, feelings of disaffection 
to the Government established by law in 
British India, shall be punished with trans- 
portation for life, or for any term, to which 
fine may be added, or with imprisonment for 
a term which may extend for three years, to 
which fine may be added, or without fine.” 


The first thing to be noticed is that the 
punishment is the same now as it was 
when the Act was passed in 1870. 
substantive law, as it has been altered, 
runs thus— 


“Whoever, by words, either spoken or 
written, or by signs, or by visible representa- 
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tion, or otherwise, brings, or attempts to 
bring, into hatred or contempt, or excites, or 
attempts to excite, disaffection towards Her 
Majesty or the Government established by 
law in British India, shall be punished wit 
transportation for life.” 


It thus appears that the only material 
words introduced into that section are the 
words— 


“Brings, or attempts to bring, into hatred 
or contempt.” 


My honourable Friend the Member for 
Denbighshire objects very much to these 
words. 


Mr. J. H. ROBERTS: Hear, hear! 


*Sir A. SCOBLE: Well, the honourable 
Member has a right to object, but I am 
surprised, considering the profession to 
which he belongs, that the honourable 
and learned Member is not perfectly 
aware that these are the commonest form 
of words used in all definitions of sedi- 
tion. The interpretation put upon these 
words, as they originally stood, by the 
Chief Justice of the High Court of Cal- 
cutta, in 1891, was this— 

“There is a very wide difference between 
the meaning of the two words—disaffection 
and disapprobation. Whenever the prefix 
‘dis’ is added to a word, the word formed con- 
veys an idea the opposite to that conveyed 
by the word without the prefix. Disaffection 
means a feeling contrary to affection—in other 
words, dislike or hatred; disapprobation 
means simply disapproval. It is sufficient for 
the purposes of the section that the words 
used are calculated to excite feelings of ill- 
will against the Government, and to hold it 
up to the hatred and contempt of the people, 
and that they were used with the intention 
to create such feeling.” 


That is the opinion of the Chief Justice 
of the High Court of Bengal as to the 
meaning of those words. Mr. Justice 
Strachey adopted the definition in Tilak’s 
case given by the Chief Justice. But what 
is most important, and what appears to 
have escaped the notice of my honourable 
Friend, is this, that when the case of 
Tilak came before the Privy Council upon 
appeal as to the interpretation given by 
the Indian courts, they did not dissent 
from it. On the contrary, they said— 
“There is nothing in the summing-up which 
calls upon them to indicate any dissent from 
it, nor any necessity to correct what is therein 
contained, looking at the summing-up as a 
whole, and looking at each part of what was 
said by the light of what else was said.” 


{11 Avaust 1898} 





950 


Then we have that opinion on the autho- 
rity of the highest appellate tribunal in 
this country that the definition and con- 
struction put upon the original section 
124a was correct; and the new section 
does no more than embody the language 
used in judicially interpreting the old 
one. The same opinion has been held 
by other Courts. Chief Justice Edge 
not very long ago, in delivering a 
unanimous judgment in the High Court 
of Allahabad on this subject, said— 


“Tn our opinion, anyone who by any of 
the means referred to in section 124a of the 
Indian Penal Code excites, or attempts to 
excite, feelings of hatred, dislike, ill-will, 
enmity, or hostility to the Government estab- 
lished by law in British India, excites, or 
attempts to excite, as the case may he, feel- 
ings of disaffection, as that term is used in 
section 124a, no matter how guardedly he may 
attempt to conceal his real object. To para- 
phrase is dangerous, but it appears to us that 
the disaffection of section 124a is disloyalty, 
and that is the sense in which the word dis- 
affection has been generally used and under- 
stood during the century.” 
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Therefore we have the consentient autho- 
rity of three of the principal tribunals in 
India who hold by their unanimous 
decision that the clause as it originally 
stood. means nothing more nor less than 
the clause as it now stands. And yet my 
honourable Friend comes down to the 
House and asks us to believe that impor- 
tant alterations have been made in the law 
of India with regard to the law of sedition. 
Well, Mr. Speaker, it only requires a 
little investigation to see that there is no 
foundation for saying that there has 
been any substantive alteration of the law, 
and that there is not the least founda- 
tion for the assertion that the law as it 
now stands is 

“a distinct departure from the traditional 


policy of the Indian Government in regard to 
the Press and to public criticism.” 


But, Mr. Speaker, my honourable 
Friend went on to say that the effect of 
this legislation was to restrict free 
dom of speech in regard to the policy of 
the Government on the part of the 
people. Now, my honourable Friend 
entirely failed to put before the House 
what are the exceptions to the operation 
of section 124a which are contained in 
the Penal Code. These exceptions—and I 
think the House will agree with me—do 
give full liberty to the Press and to any 
public speaker. 
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Mr. J. H. ROBERTS: 
myself. 


I read them 


*Smr A. SCOBLE: I beg the honourable 
and learned Member's pardon. He 
intended to read them, no doubt. They 
are as follows— 


“ Comments expressing disapprobation of the 
measures of the Government with a view to 
obtain their alteration by lawful means, with- 
out exciting or attempéing to excite hatred, 
contempt, or disaffection, do not constitute 
an offence under this section. 


“ Comments expressing disapprobation of the 
administrative or other action of the Govern- 
ment without exciting or attempting to excite 
hatred, contempt, or disaffection, do not con- 
stitute an offence under this section.” 


T want to know what further liberty any 
decent newspaper can require than that 
contained in these exceptions! And 
I want to know how anyone can 
stand up before this assembly in the face 
of these facts and say that the freedom 
of the Press is not sufficiently safeguarded 
by the law as it now stands. A man 
may express his disapprobation of the 
measures of the Government, and of its 
administrative acts, and express that 
disapprobation in the fullest manner, pro- 
vided that he does not do so with the 
view of exciting disaffection and disloyalty 
to the Government. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
there is one other point in the Resolu- 
tion to which I will just refer before I 
come to the second part of my honour- 
able Friend’s speech with reference to the 
part played by the Indian Press. My 
honourable Friend claims special immu- 
nity, exaggerated immunity, for the 
Indian newspapers, on the ground that 
they are the only means of expressing 
popular opinion. The honourable 
Member asserts this in his Resolu- 
tion, although he said nothing about it in 
his speech. The Resolution reads— 


“having regard to the conditions of British 
rule in India and to the exceptional part 
played by the Indian Press as the only 
medium for expressing the opinion of the 
people as to Government measures.” 


Mr. J. H. ROBERTS: I made a direct 
statement as to that. 


*Smr A. SCOBLE: I did not catch the 
honourable Member’s statement, I am 
sorry to say, upon that point. The hon- 
ourable Member has forgotten that in 
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the Legislative Councils of India re- 
presentatives of the people have as much 
liberty to ask questions and to make 
comments as is enjoyed by the Members 
of this House. They have the fullest liberty 
to ask questions, and the fullest 
liberty of discussion, not only upon 
the legislative but upon the ad- 
ministrative action of the Government. 
It can, therefore, no longer be said that 
the Press of India is the only means by 
which public opinion can be brought to 
bear on the acts of the Government. My 
learned Friend found great fault with the 
Secretary of State for not having acted 
upon the opinion of the Govern- 
ment of India in regard to the judicial 
interpretation put upon this section, and 
said that it was not absolutely necessary 
to make any alteration in the wording of 
the law. But in the paragraph which 
my honourable Friend quoted the Govern- 
ment of India go on to say that it may 
be desirable to re-draft the section, im 
order to make it quite clear. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): Possible ; not desirable. 
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*Str A. SCOBLE: “ Possible”; that is 
precisely what has been done without 
any alteration in the substance of the 
law. Now, my honourable Friend made 
a great complaint of the extension given 
under section 4 of the Penal Code 
to offences committed by Indian subjects 
of Her Majesty outside British India; 
but he forgot that in 1860, when the 
Penal Code was passed, the Government 
of India had no power delegated to them 
by Parliament to legislate in such cases. 
It was not until 33 and 34 Victoria, cap. 
98, that the power was given. It waa, 
therefore, impossible, in the original edi- 
tion of the Penal Code, to introduce such 
a clause, but it has been introduced now, 
end has been introduced into almost 
every Act of the Government of India 
since 1870 to which it is applicable. It 
is clear that such power should be given. 


Mr. J. H.. ROBERTS: I do not deny 
the power. 


*Sm A. SCOBLE: Then we come to 
the question whether it is desirable to 
exercise it, and there is no doubt that 
it is desirable that that power should 
be exercised. If you look at the illustra 
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tions given, it is perfectly clear what the 
object of this extension of the Penal 
Code to offences committed outside 
British India means. A coolie commits 
@ murder in Uganda. Supposing he 
escapes, and goes to India, he can be 
tried at any place in British India. A 
European British subject commits a 
murder in Cashmir. He may be tried 
in any place in British India where he 
may be found. Because my honourable 
Friend fears that somebody, carried 
away by his feelings in London, may 
make an inflammatory speech, and that, 
if he goes back to India, he will be prose- 
cuted there, he opposes this useful pro 
vision. 


Mr. J. H. ROBERTS: What I said was 
that material alteration was made in sec- 
tion 4 of the Code, which, in my judg- 
ment, was undesirable. 


*Sir A. SCOBLE: I think I have just 
shown excellent reasons why the opera- 
tion of the Code should be extended. 
If my honourable Friend does not 
know, the honourable Baronet the 
Member for Banffshire [Sir W. 
Wedderburn] knows very well that 
there are places in India, under foreign 
jurisdiction, in which formerly it was not 
possible for the English criminal law to 
operate. There were Chandernagore and 
Pondicherry, both belonging to France, 
and Goa and Daman, belonging to Portu- 
gal, and were practically Alsatias until the 
Act of 1870 was passed. Then, Mr. 
Speaker, my honourable Friend, having 
done with the Penal Code, turns 
to the Criminal Procedure Code, 
and he complains that it puts newspaper 
editors on a level with the dregs of the 
population. Well, if newspaper editors 
like to degrade themselves, they cannot 
expect to be treated otherwise. Besides, 
it is not the fact that they are reduced 
to the level of the dregs of the popula- 
tion. Section 108 does not apply merely 
to newspaper editors or to people who 
write leading articles, it applies to a 
number of other people. For instance, I 
suppose my honourable Friend knows 
very well that the recent trouble on the 
frontier was stimulated by the action of 
certain fanatics preaching rebellion and 
sedition among the tribesmen. Does 
anyone venture to say that it would be 
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right to let these people go about Indie 
preaching sedition, without having 
recourse to the law to stop them? 
What does the law propose to 
do? To call upon them to’ find security 
to keep the peace if they contravene sec- 
tion 124a of the Penal Code by stirring 
up rebellion against the Government, or 
if, under another section of the Penal 
ode, they attempt to stir up animosity 
between contending classes, of which 
there have been frequent instances. Does 
anybody mean to say that such persons 
ought not to be called upon to give secu- 
rity for their good behaviour? You do 
not want to institute proceedings in every 
petty case, but what you do want 1s to 
have some means of bringing these 
agitators before the proper authority and 
making them give security for good 
behaviour for some considerable time. 
If they do not do that, they must, 
like other offenders, go to gaol. 
I cannot see how the introduction of this 
law is any unreasonable infraction of 
the liberty of a free Press. If a news- 
paper writer chooses to limit himself to 
such liberty as is allowed by law, he 
does not bring himself in the slightest 
degree within the purview of the Criminal 
Code. On the contrary, he can say as 
much as he likes, and use as strong lan- 
guage as he likes, so long as he keeps 
within the limits that the law has laid 
down. Moreover, the prosecution of news- 
paper writers can only be undertaken 
with the leave of the Government, and the 
High Court has the power of revision. I 
think I have now shown that my honour- 
able Friend has entirely failed to make 
out the grounds upon which this Resolu- 
tion is based, or to prove there has 
been such a material alteration of the law 
as would prevent the free expression of 
opinion. There is only one other remark 
I desire to make. I believe there is a 
sort of impression prevailing that 
Prass offenders can be tried with- 
out a jury. But no right that 
anyone had to be tried by a jury 
before the passing of this Act is in the 
slightest degree impaired by the Act, 
and in all cases in which trial hy 
jury could be had before the legis- 
lation of 1898 it can still be 
had. Before I sit down I should like to 
associate myself with the good wishes 
expressed by my honourable Friend for 
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the new Viceroy, and in doing so I desire 
to take the opportunity of expressing my 
extreme admiration for the manner in 
which Lord Elgin has discharged the 
duties of his high office. Everyone must 
recognise that Lord Elgin in most arduous 
circumstances has shown firmness of mind 
of a rare quality. I desire to make this 
public recognition on my part—and I 
am sure it is the feeling of the House 
generally, as well as of the country—of 
the high appreciation in which his 
character and services are held by all who 
have watched his career in India. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire): I 
desire to join in the generous tribute 
which has been paid by the honourable 
and learned Member to Lord Elgin, and 
to say, with reference to the distinguished 
Member who is leaving us, that, whatever 
the character of the views which 
separate sections of the House, all will 
join in expressing their best wishes for 
his future in the great post he has been 
called upon to fill. If I intervene in this 
discussion for a few moments, it 1s 
because I wish to recall to the miads of 
honourable Members the situation in 
which the House is placed. After all, the 
House of Commons is the only forum in 
which the action of the Secretary of 
State for India can be examined and con- 
sidered. The government of India is 
undoubtedly a very difficult matter, and 
it is hard to judge of it from a distance ; 
but the question before the House at 
present seems to be a very plain one. 
Weare asked to express our approbation 
of a certain course of policy. My 
criticism upon it is this; the policy is a 
retrograde policy. While in India we 
have an increase of civilisation and edu- 
cation among the people, while the daily 
Press, conducted by highly educated men, 
is rising in the standard of knowledge, 
you are passing a law which would not 
be tolerated here, and which would only 
be tolerated in India because of the non- 
existence there of the same public insti- 
tutions which we have here. Although I feel 
that it is extremely difficult to govern 
a great country like India, with its con- 
flicting races and opinions, I am inclined 
to look with considerable misgiving +n 
an alteration of the law which is dis- 
tinctly retrograde in. its tendency,. and 
which deals with a class of men who are 
rising in educational capacity, and are 
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becoming ‘more and more the guardians 
of the liberties of the people, in the 
absence of popular. institutions through 
which those liberties can be defended. I 
listened with great. attention to the 
speech of the honourable Gentleman who 
spoke last, and I heard it. declared that 
clause 124a in the new law, as it now 
stands, is substantially the law under the 
old Code. If that is so, then it seems 
to me that the Government is in a 
peculiar position, because, with the 
knowledge that the judges have inter- 
preted the law, the Indian Government, 
in speaking of the wording of the ‘sec- 
tion, said that it might indeed be pos- 
sible, by re-drafting, to make the mean- 
ing more clear, but they think it unwise 
to make any revision of it as far as the 
interpretation put upon it by the courts 
of India was concerned. The expression 
“disaffection” is wide enough to include 
all the things necessary to put down 
sedition in India, It also includes 
“hatred or contempt.” The Indian 
Government drafted a new clause which 
imported words something quite different 
from the opinion of Mr. Justice: Strachey, 
and made an addition to the law as it 
stood before. “Disaffection” also in- 
cludes “disloyalty and all feelings of 
enmity”; so that four things are penal 
—hatred, contempt, disloyalty, and all 
feelings of enmity. Now, Sir, I think this 
is a very grave extension of the words of 
the section. While I am not afraid of 
such an extension in this country on 
account of the jurv standing between the 
prisoner and conviction, in a country like 
India, where trial by jury is not an insti- 
tution, the situation is a very different 
one. The Government accompanies this 
alteration of the Penal Code with an 
alteration of the Criminal Code, which 
enables a judge, without the security 
of a jury, to send a person to prison. 
The House of Commons has a great 
responsibility in this matter. The Sec- 
retary of State acts by Order in Council, 
advice is taken over here, and the Indian 
Government is overruled, in so far as anv 
attempt at definition and any alteration 
of the Penal Code which the Indian 
Government were not willing to under- 
take themselves are concerned. Under 
these circumstances it is our business, 
as the guardians of the liberties of the 
people of India, to scrutinise this clause 
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very closely, because, after all, our posi- 
tion in India is not such an easy one. 
India is a great country, but it is an 
isolated country, and one in which we 
must depend very much on the good will 
and affection of the people. It is re- 
moved from us, and we cannot easily 
reach it, and accordingly we have the 
difficult duty of governing it across the 
seas; and therefore I think that the 
House of Commons is under a particular 
obligation on this occasion to scrutinise 
this new law in the most careful fashion, 
with a view to securing that nothing is 
done which is calculated to do an in- 
justice to the people whom we have to 
govern. 


Sir R. FINLAY (Inverness Burghs) : 
was with some regret I heard 


It 


the honourable Baronet opposite state’ 


that the effects of this legislation 
would be to put the Government 
of India into a _ position of an- 


tagonism to the people of India. I do 
not think that is a sentiment likely to 


There is no such antagonism, but I am 
afraid, if the statement of the honourable 
Baronet were repeated and circulated in 
India, it might cause some mischief. 


Sm W. WEDDERBURN: 
think I used that phrase. 


I do not 


Sir R. FINLAY: I am very sorry if 
I have misinterpreted the honourable 
Baronet. But it was certainly said by 
the honourable Member who moved this 
Amendment. 


Mr. J. H. ROBERTS: The phrase I 
used was that, in my judgment, it was 
a most inappropriate time for the Govern- 
ment of India to take up legislation of 
this kind, which was repressive in its 
character and antagonistic to the feelings 
of the people of India. 


Sir R. FINLAY: That is what I said. 
But there is no such position. The 
desire of the Government of India is to 
prevent actual mischief being wrought in 
that country, owing to such agitation, 
and to maintain order. The legislation 
which forms the subject of this Amend- 
ment has really been introduced, not 
merely in the interests of the British 
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Government in India, but in the interests 
of the people of India themselves. There 
are in India a great variety of races and 
religions, and between the various sec- 
tions of the inhabitants there prevails a 
state of feeling which requires most careful 
management. Things may be said or 
written in this country without producing 
any particular evils which, if said or 
written in India, might have results of a 
most disastrous character. I am noi, 
mistaken in attributing to the honour- 
able Baronet the statement that the 
Government of India were having recourse 
to Russianising methods. Perhaps the 
honourable Baronet does not realise that 
the law as enacted in India is precisely 
the same as the law in England at the 
present time. I would venture to cal! 
the attention of the honourable Baronet 
and of the House to the definition of 
sedition given by that distinguished 
authority, Sir James FitzJames Stephen. 
He said that sedition was anything which. 
excited, or attempted to excite, disaffec- 


: : 'tion among Her Majesty’s subjects, or 
be echoed in any part of the House. ; —s _—— 


promoted ill-will or hostility between 
different classes of such subjects. There 
is absolutely nothing in the legislation 
introduced by the Indian Government 
which is not embodied in the law of Eng- 
land as stated in that definition by Sir 
James FitzJames Stephen, and this is 
what the honourable Baronet calls intro- 
ducing Russianising methods. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: There is not a 


word about intention in the clause. 
4 


Sir R. FINLAY: Perhaps I had better 
call the attention of the House to the 
clause. It states that whoever, by words, 
either spoken or written, or intended to 
be read, or by signs, or by visible repre- 
sentation, or otherwise, shall bring or 
attempt to bring into hatred or contempt 
Her Majesty or the Government as 
established by law, shall be punished. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: There is not a 


word about intention. 


Sir R. FINLAY: Certainly not. It is 
not necessary to say anything about in- 
tention. The article defines the act, and 
a man intends to do that which he does. 


AN HONOURABLE MemBER: Hear, hear! 





Member is, if he will permit me to 
say so, perfectly invalid. Now, che 
honourable and learned Gentleman the 
Member for Haddington did not, I think, 
dispute that the law as embodied in these 
articles was the same as the law in Eng- 
land. 


Mr. HALDANE: Substantially, yes ; 
but I laid great stress that in England 
such offences were invariably tried before 
a jury. 


Sm R. FINLAY: I am not forgetting 
that; but I think it is worth while that 
the House should take note of the fact 
that the honourable and learned Mem- 
ber for Haddington does not dispute that 
these articles embody what is substan- 
tially the law of England. That is a 
very important point, and should be 
noted both in India and in England. My 
honourable and learned Friend expressed 
doubt as to whether these articles did 
not somewhat extend the law as it 
existed in India before. If that 
were done I do not think anyone 
would be apprehensive of legislation 
which brought the law into con- 
formity with the law of England. 
The honourable and learned Member 
quoted certain expressions from authori- 
ties in India, expressing a doubt whether 
it would be wise to alter the wording of 
the section, having regard to the inter- 
pretation put upon it by the judges. 
Those expressions were clearly an opinion 
upon the policy of attempting to put into 
still plainer language the interpretation 
put upon the section in the courts. There 
were no opinions against the policy of 
the enactment. On the contrary, but 
they were opinions against putting into 
plainer and clearer language the effect 
of the Code as it stood already. That 
is, of course, a very important point, but 
I think my honourable and _ learned 
Friend did not quite appreciate what 
was the effect of the summing-up of Mr. 
Justice Strachey, which was afterwards 
confirmed by the Privy Council. It had 


been contended that nothing was dis- 
affection within the meaning of the Act 
unless it amounted to an attempt to stir 
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up active opposition to the Government.. 
Mr. Justice Strachey reflected that inter- 
pretation, and ‘his action was confirmed 
by the Privy Council. 


Sir W. WEDDERBURN: Is it not 
rather strong to say that the Privy Coun- 
cil confirmed Mr. Justice Strachey’s 
action ? 


Sir R. FINLAY: I must beg the- 
honourable Baronet’s pardon. Unless I 
am very much misinformed the Privy 
Council found nothing to find fault with 
in Mr. Justice Strachey’s summing-up. 
Surely, then, I am not inaccurate in 
saying that that amounted to a confirma. 
tion. That being so, it was deemed 
advisable—and I think everyone in the 
House will admit that it was—that the 
Code should be put into plainer and 
clearer language, and that is all that 
has been done. But my honourable and 
learned Friend says, even if no change is. 
made, even if the law in India is identical 
with the law in England, still we must 
recognise that in England there is trial 
by jury, and in India there is not. That 
is perfectly true. Trial by jury is not by 
any means universal in India. There are 
many parts of the country in which it 
does not exist at all, and, looking at India 
as a whole, trial] by jury is rather ex- 
ceptional. 


Mr. HALDANE: That is not quite my 
point. I did not say we should have 
trial by jury, but that there should be a 
more carefu] and a closer definition of 
an offence if it is to be left in the hands 
of a judge. 


Sir R. FINLAY : That is exactly 
what we have done. Section 124a is 
identical with English law, my hon- 
ourable and learned Friend himself 
admits. If he will allow me, I will 
endeavour to satisfy him that there 
is no extension whatever. The express 
word in the old Code was “ disaffection.” 
That has been explained by Chief Justice 
Edge, I think, as well as by other authori- 
ties quoted by my honourable Friend 
behind me, to mean “ disloyal,” stirring - 
up feelings of native dislike towards the 
Government. That is the meaning of 
this term. Well, what has been done 
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here is simply to adopt the language of 
Sir James FitzJames Stephen, and say— 


“Whoever, by words,” and so _ forth, 
“brings into hatred or contempt, or incites, 
or attempts to incite, disaffection towards 
Her Majesty, or the Government established 
by law of England,” 


shall be punished in a certain way. What 
is there beyond stating explicitly 
what is comprised in the term? There 
is really no substantial alteration at all, 
and the only suggestion that my honour- 
able and learned Friend makes in this 
matter, so far as I could follow, was that, 
because the words “hatred or contempt” 
were used, they must mean something 
which would not be covered by “ disaffec- 
tion” in the old section. I do not think 
that follows at all. The framers of this 
section merely express clearly what the 
old section has been judicially interpreted 
to mean. That is the view which I pre- 
sent to the House for its consideration. 
Well, having to deal with a country in 
which, to a great extent, the law is not 
to be administered by what is caliea by 
a very distinguished judge “that natural 
court of equity,” a jury, but has to be 
administered by judges, according to law, 
he will see that a right and reasonavie 
course was taken when it was determined 
that there should be a very clear and 
explicit statement of the law; not alter- 
ing it, not in this section in any way 
extending it, but putting before all those 
whose duty it is to administer the law 
in this very important and delicate 
matter a clear and definite statement of 
what the offence is. That has been the 
object of this definition. I will only 
say, in conclusion, one word as to the 
provision, especially attacked by several 
honourable Gentlemen on the other side 
who have spoken, that enabling a magis- 
trate to require security from anyone who 
is known to be plotting sedition in his 
district. Surely that is a most important 
and most beneficial provision. You have 
got to deal with a state of things in 
India, where you have fanaticism always 
smouldering, ready to be blown into a 
blaze. A magistrate knows that there is 
a preacher of sedition in the district, and 
if sedition is unchecked disaffection will 
break out into open flame, which may 
entail a vast expenditure of blood and 
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money before things are put right; and 
yet, out of a pedantic regard to circum- 
stances, which may be applicable to this 
country, he is to staud by with hands 
folded, and not take a step which would 
inflict no substantial hardship upon any- 
cne, but which might prevent a great evil 
to the community. I ask honourable 
Gentlemen opposite to have regard to the 
spirit of English law rather than to the 
letter, and I do ask that these magis- 
trates should have powers to be exercised 
in conformity with English law, which, 
though not as regards administration 
identical with English law, yet can 
do no harm, and may do a most enormous 
amount of good. As regards those who 
are so very sensitive about the liberty of 
the Press, I would remind them that 
special exception was introduced in 
fevour of editors. The Press in India, by 
this legislation, have actually been put 
on a sort of pinnacle. One honourable 
Member said it reduced editors to the 
level of dregs of society. Why, the 
section itself provides that anyone pro- 
pagating sedition may be required to 
give security to desist from his evil prac- 
tices, but this is qualified in favour of 
the Press. If it is in a newspaper that: 
this offence is committed, security is not 
to be required, except with the sanction 
of the Government. I do think that in 
this matter the Government of India 
and my right honourable Friend here- 
have acted in the most perfectly reason- 
able fashion, with the sole desire of pro- 
moting the interests of that vast depen- 
dency, of which we are all so proud. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I may assure the learned Solicitor 
General that we upon this side of the: 
House are very keenly alive, and respond. 
very readily, to that appeal which 
he made, that we should respect the- 
spirit of English law. It is because we 
do respect the spirit of English law, 
because we are true to the traditions of 
English history, that we strongly object 
to the propositions of the Government. 
Now, I was glad that the learned Solicitor: 
General read the definition of seditious- 
intent, because really that goes to the 
very root of the matter, and brings into- 
very prominent relief the characteristic: 
defect in the new clause—namely, that 
there is not a word about intent in it 
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from first to last. May I point out that 
when the clause was before the Viceroy’s 
Council the Indian members made 
strenuous efforts to import into this new 
definition of sedition a clear indication 
of intent, and in doing that they were 
perfectly true to the spirit of English 
law, because, since Fox’s Libel Act of 
1792, which absolutely revolutionised the 
law of sedition in this country, the gist 
of the offence of sedition has been that 
there shall be in the mind of the person 


who is charged a seditious intent. Now, 
what is that seditious intent? We need 


not go to the pages of a text-book, which, 
of course, is no real authority, to know 
what, in the present day, is seditious 
intent. It has been declared within the 
last few years, on the highest authority, 
undisputed, so far as I know, by Mr. 
Justice Cave, at the Old Bailey, in the 
case of the Queen v. Burns, and by Mr. 
Justice Fitzgerald, in Ireland, in the case 
of the Queen v. Sullivan, and it has been 
‘declared that the gist of sedition is 
incitement to public disorder, or to resist 
the lawful authority of the Government. 
That is the latest authoritative declara- 
tion of what the gist of sedition is. I 
do, therefore, think that at this time of 
day to take a passage out of a judgment 
iby Lord Kenyon a hundred years ago, and 
to pitch it into an Act of Parliament and 
say that represents the law of sedition, is 
ridiculous. The Solicitor General saia— 


“Oh, it does not matter that there is 
nothing about intent in this clause, because 
it is a rule of law that a man intends the 
matural consequences of his act.” 


Yes, but the learned Solicitor General 
ought, I think, to know, and no doubt 
does know, what was said by Mr. Justice 
Cave in the trial to which I have 


alluded, that this so-called rule of law, 


that a man intends the natural conse- 
quences of his acts, is only a kind of 
working rule with which you start, but 
if circumstances show that the man who 
is charged had not the intent which 
otherwise might be inferred from his 
act, then, said Mr. Justice Cave, it is 
idle and cruel to say that, in that case, 
you are to act on what has then become 


a legal fiction. Therefore I say 
the question of intent is most 
material, and that the Indian mem- 


bers of the Council were well advised 
Mr. Pickersgill. 
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in pressing this point, that intent ought 
to have been clearly defined in this new 
clause. But, Sir, whatever the English 
law may be, it is obvious that we do 
not rely in England upon the mere letter 
of the law, so much as we rely upon this, 
that we have a jury which will bring 4 
little common sense and a little fair play 
into the discussion of the matter. I do not 
hesitate to say that, even taking English 
law as it is to-day, if it were not for the 
intervention of the jury, and if judges or 
magistrates had to decide, it might be 
possible for a writer in any Opposition 
journal, I care not what Government 
might be in power, to be exposed to a 
conviction under the law of libel. Now, 
one aspect of this case, one consequence 
of the new attitude of the Indian Govern- 
ment, so far as I have heard, has not been 
referred to by any speaker to-day, and I 
should like to draw from the Secretary 
of State for India, if I may, some further 


information upon this subject. I refer 
to the establishment of Press Com- 
mittees. I think there can be no doubt 


now that, as a matter of fact, Press Com- 
mittees have been establishcd—at all 
events, in the Presidency of Bombay— 
and I was perscnally told a few days 
ago by an Indian gentleman that. in one 
case, at all events, one of these Com- 
mittees had sent for the editor of a news- 


paper, and taken him to task for 
something that had appeared in 
the columns of his paper. Then 
we have the explanation of Mr. 
Lamb, as to the part which these 


Press Committees have to play. Mr. 
Lamb says—Mr. Lamb is an official, and 
speaks with authority— 


“The Committee is available for use, if the 
magistrate thinks fit, as an intermediary 
between himself and the Press of his district.” 


If that is true, I must say that through 
the medium of these Committees it is 
clear a Press censorship has at this 
present moment. been established in 
India. Well now, are the conditions of 
India such that it is safe to entrust this 
enlarged law of libel to be administered 
by courts in India? May I give the 
House just one illustration of what was 
done, not in the case of an inferior 
magistrate, but in the case of a very high 
official in India, Lord Harris? Now, in 
order that there may be no suspicion 
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with respect to the source from which 
my information is derived, I will quote 
from an article in the current number of 
the Aszatic Quarterly Review, which 1s 
signed by Sir John Jardine, who is one of 
the most highly credited judges in India. 
This is the quotation, which I am sure 
the House will let me read— 


“Lord Harris some time ago craved sym- 
pathy in the Z’imes newspaper because of the 
acquittal of a Pindaric poet in 1893 by the 
High Court. He had got this man convicted 
by a magistrate on the ground that the string 
of psalms and odes contained a line or two 
of sedition. Lord Harris may well feel sore 
at the ignorance of the Gujerattic language 
shown by his advisers. ‘lhe prosecution be- 
lieved that some lines lauding the Hindus for 
beating off a crowd of murderers were a praise 
of them for attacking a regiment called out 
and under arms to preserve order. Lord 
Harris had no literary witness, and the person 
who smelt the sedition was a European 
policeman.” 


That is a striking example of the grave 
injustice that may be done under your 
Press law. I think Lord Harris ought 
to be mercilessly chaffed to his dying day 
for being humbugged by this policeman, 
and, secondly, for his incredible folly of 
years afterwards sitting down and indit- 
ing a letter to the Z'imes newspaper 
recalling the trick which had been played 
upon him. I want to refer for a minute 
or two to the circumstances under which 
this Bill was passed through the Vice- 
roy’s Council. There can be no doubt 
now—TI do not think the Secretary of 
State for India will for a moment deny 
it—that he, sitting in Council, is respon. 
sible for this change in the law of sedi- 
tion—that the Indian Government, after 
having carefully considered it, said they 
thought it would be unwise to make any 
revision; that then the noble Lord, sit- 
ting in Council, considered the matter ; 
that he overruled the Indian Government, 
and sent out to India a draft clause which 
is practically the clause which has now 
become law. Then, secondly, the whole of 
this legislation has been carried into law 
with the most indecent haste. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): What do you mean? 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: If the noble 
Lord will only allow me, I will tell him 
what I mean by indecent haste, and will 
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add something to that, and say that for 
that indecent haste the person respon- 
sible is the noble Lord himself. In order 
to quicken legislation, the noble Lord 
actually suggested to the Indian Govern- 
ment that the changes in the law of pro- 
cedure with regard to sedition should be 
included in the Bill relating to the Penal 
Code, or, in the alternative, should te 
brought forward in a Bill by themselves, 
although at the time there was before the. 
Council a Bill dealing with the whole law 
of procedure. But that was simply pro- 
posed in order that these laws respecting 
sedition might be carried—I repeat the 
phrase—with indecent haste, and it was 
a suegestion which the Indian Govern- 
ment did not accept. The noble Lord 
has challenged me, not unfairly perhaps, 
that I should justify what I have said with 
regard to this being carried into law 
with indecent haste. I take up the chal- 
lenge, and I will give chapter and verse, 
That charge, let the House understand, 
applies to the change in the law with 
regard to sedition. Now, the Bill in 
which these obnoxious clauses were ulti- 
mately introduced was, I admit, before 
the public of India for many months. 
Perhaps that is what the noble Lord has 
in his mind. The Code Bill, the Bill 
dealing with the Penal Code, was before 
the public of India for some months— 
from, I think, August of last year. But at 
that time the Bill did not contain those- 
obnoxious clauses of which we now com- 
plain. It was not until the 28th Decem- 
ber that the public of India generally 
learnt that there was to be this legisla- 
tion, for it was upon that day that Mr. 
Chalmers introduced the particular 
clauses before the Viceroy’s Council. I 
may add something, too, upon that. 
It is, I believe, a statutory obligation 
that new legislation for India shall be 
advertised in a certain number of news- 
papers. How was that statutory obliga- 
tion fulfilled? Why, it was fulfilled by 
advertising the original draft of the Bill,. 
and, as I say, these obnoxious clauses did 
not appear at all. When these obnoxious 
clauses had been introduced, the Indians 

ho were members of the Council pressea, 
and I think very properly pressed, that 
there should be a re-advertisement, but 
the Government declined to re-advertise 
the Bill. So far as the spirit is con- 
cerned—whether the letter has been 
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violated or not I am not sufficiently 
acquainted with Indian regulations to 
say—but I do say distinctly that, so far 
as the spirit of that statutory obligation 
is concerned, it has been grossly violated 
in this case. Then I complain that this 
Blue Book does not contain all that we 
had a right to expect. We have in the 
Blue Book some of the dissenting 
minutes, but we should have had them all, 
on the subject of the Criminal Procedure 
Bill. Then we ought to have had the 
full text of the proceedings in the Legis. 
lative Council. One very distinguished 
member of the Viceroy’s Council stated 
that the Indian officials, who were con- 
sulted respecting the Penal Code Bill, 
spoke with one voice against the 
measure. I say that that advice given 
by Indian officials who had been con- 
sulted ought to have been included ‘n 
the Book. Lastly, I say that the 
whole ground upon which this Bill was 
put forward by Mr. Chalmers, the legal 
member of the Council, has broken 
down. He said language may be 
tolerated in England which is unsafe in 
India; look at the Poona murders! 
Well, but now it is clearly proved—I am 
sure, to the unprejudiced mind, most 
clearly proved—that that cowardly crime, 
‘which everybody deeply regrets, pro- 
ceeded from a quarter where the influence 
of Press criticism and of constitutional 
agitation had never penetrated. There- 
fore the ground upon which Mr. Chalmers 
put forward this legislation, and which, I 
think, was to some extent, at all events, 
adopted by the noble Lord, completely 
breaks down. In these circumstances, Mr. 
Speaker, I think we have a right.to chal- 
lenge the action of the Indian Govern- 
ment. I am only sorry that the right 
honourable Gentleman the Member for 
Wolverhampton is not here this after- 
noon. I think we had a right to expect 
that, as he has been responsible for the 
‘government of India, he would have 
been here to-day, in order to express his 
opinion on the action of the present 
Government with regard to the Press law 
in India. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron): Mr. 
Speaker, before the House comes to a 
decision, I wish to say a few words on 
the Amendment. I desire to speak on 


Mr. Pickersgill. 
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this subject entirely from the adminis- 
trative point of view. I wish to lay 
before the House what were the reasons 
which, from the administrative point of 
view, led us to make the alterations 
which are embodied in the law under dis- 
cussion. But before I proceed to the point 
perhaps I may be allowed to reciprocate 
the kindly expressions which fell from 
various quarters of the House as regarda 
the new Viceroy of India. This House is 
always generous in recognition of ability ; 
and Mr. George Curzon in an exceedingly 
arduous position has not only shown 
remarkable ability as a Parliamentary 
debater, but, in addition, he has shown 
the higher qualities of resource, courage, 
and perseverance. I am sure we all com- 
bine in hoping that his health may be 
perfectly restored to him, and that the 
ability which he has shown in this House 
in connection with the Foreign Office may 
be instrumental in developing the pros- 
perity of India and its resources, and in 
binding her still more closely to the great 
Empire of which she forms part. Now, 
Sir, the discussion to-night mainly turned 
upon certain alterations of section 124a of 
the Penal Code of India. ! have been 
accused of all kinds of arbitrary ideas 
and intentions because, after the fullest 
consultation with the ablest legal opinion 
in this country, I came to the conclusion 
that, under the circumstances, that clause 
ought to be re-drafted. Now, Sir, the 
honourable Gentleman who spoke last, 
and who has indulged, I think, in 
a good deal of violent language, is per- 
haps not aware that for 17 years past 
the re-drafting of this clause has been 
under the constant attention of succes- 
sive Administrations, and the Adminis- 
tration which expressed the strongest 
opinion upon the necessity of re-drafting 
was Mr. Gladstone’s. What was laid down 
in 1880 has been represented by some to 
bea view deserving of the highest respect. 
What was said by the Secretary of State 
for India in 1880 was that the 
criminal law as applicable to India was 
practically unworkable, and the then 
Secretary of State in his dispatch on 
this subject went on to state that 
if this was the case he saw no reason why 
the existing defect in the Code should 
not be remedied without recourse 
to such exceptional measures as those 
provided by the Act of 1878; and 
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he suggested, for the consideration 
of the Government of India, whether, 
in the event of the repeal of the 
Act of 1878, it might not be desirable 
to propose suitable amendments in some 
of the provisions of the Penal Code relat- 
ing to seditious and libellous writings. 
Now, Sir, this section—section 124a— 
with its explanation, as it then stood, 
and as it has stood until the present 


alteration of the law, was, I think, 
unworkable for this reason. I hope 
I may be able to put it in lay 


language, so as to make intelligible to 
every Member of the House what is the 
main objection. The explanation con- 
sisted of conditional negative assertions. 
The result was that every counsel who 
defended a prisoner always tried to twist 
these conditional negative assertions to 

positive proposition, limiting the defini- 
tion of the section to which it was 
attached ; and that attempt was made 
right throughout Mr. Tilak’s case. The 
proposition which counsel endeavoured to 
establish was this—that a man might 
say and do almost anything in India, pro- 
vided he did not appeal to violence or 
suggest recourse to violence. Mr. Justice 
Strachey effectually disposed of that con- 
tention. His summing-up was endorsed 
by the full Bench of Bombay and by the 
highest legal tribunal in the Empire. 
Now, the honourable Baronet the Member 
for Banff perhaps forgets what some of 
his associates have been doing in connec- 
tion with this clause, vecause when the 
National Congress met in India it was 
announced by one speaker that the 
natives of India would never accept 
the interpretation which Mr. Justice 
Strachey put on that clause, though 
that interpretation had been accepted 
by the highest courts of the Empire. 
I therefore felt that inasmuch as it was 
proposed to give power to the magistrates 
in the lower courts of jurisdiction to 
apply section 124a, it should be drafted 
in such a way as to make its meaning 


absolutely unmistakable, and I am in-' 


formed by the highest legal authorities 
that the present section merely confirms 
the old law as judicially interpreted, and 
goes no further. I am quite satisfied 
that anybody in my position would have 
taken the course I have done, and have 
put absolutely beyond doubt what the 
highest legal interpretation of the clause 
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is. Complaint has also been made of that 
section of the Penal Code which enables 
magistrates under certain conditions to 
require those individuals whom they be- 
lieve to be propagating sedition and 
stirring up discontent to find security. 
There have been riots ‘between Parsees 
and Mahomedans in which hundreds of 
people have lost their lives, and the 
almost unanimous conclusion of the ad- 
ministrative authorities is that if they 
had got a clause of this sort they could 
have stopped many of these riots and dis- 
turbances. When gentlemen get up 
and talk about the liberty of the Press 
I do not think they understand what the 
liberty of the Press means. A Pressman 
is not exempt from the law of the land 
because ‘he is associated with the Press. 
If a Pressman commits a murder I assume 
he is liable to the law. If he incites to 
sedition is he not liable to the law? It 
must be borne in mind that in India 
many of the so-called Pressmen are the 
editors, printers, and compositors of their 
newspapers, and that many of the so- 
called newspapers are little sheets of 
paper which are written by one indi- 
vidual ; but if they are small they are 
none the less dangerous. The honour- 
able Gentleman who introduced this sub- 
ject informed the House that these pro- 
posals had caused deep discontent in 
India. I never heard a more absolutely 
unfounded statement. A certain limited 
section of the semi-Europeanised natives. 
with whom the honourable Gentleman 
and other Members of the House have 
associated themselves, have tried to get 
up discontent, and have totally and en- 
tirely failed. When the proposal was 
first made that there should be a certain 
alteration in connection with the law of 
sedition it naturally caused a certain 
flutter of apprehension, and I admit that 
at the outset there were in certain news- 
papers articles antagonistic to the pro- 
posals of the Government. Little by little, 
as the intention of the Government be- 
came clearer, the opposition gradually 
diminished. When I am accused of 
pushing these proposals forward I should 
like to know what honourable Gentlemen 
mean. The proposals were introduced 
in the Legislative Council, and they were 
given the widest publicity. They were 
sent to a large number of public bodies, 
and they were then referred to a Select 
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Committee. The Select Committee made 
a number of changes, and amongst ‘the 
changes were alterations to section 124a. 
Tne proposals came back to the Legisla- 
tive Council after an interval of some 
weeks, and they were then discussed in 
full Council. The greatest publicity was 
given to the proceedings, and that is 
what is called pushing legislation. Every 
precaution, and every form associated 
with legislation in this House was also- 
lutely followed in the present instance. 
Any tyro in politics knows that if 
it is necessary to legislate on such a sub- 
ject as sedition, it is essential that the 
Measure be passed without any unneces- 
sary delay. Now let me go back to the 
agitation. After a little while the whole 
of the European Press were in favour of 
the proposals of the Indian Government. 
The Chambers of Commerce, who at 
first demurred, were satisfied. The 
British India Association, after they had 
considered the Committee’s amendments, 
were so well satisfied that they agreed. 


There was a large petition against 
the Bill presented to the Viceroy 
purporting to be the opinion of 


Calcutta, but on that petition there 
was not a single European or Mahomedan 
name. The Mahomedans went further. 
I ask the House to listen to their opinion, 
because that opinion, I know, represents 
not merely Mahomedan opinion, but the 
opinion of the great mass of respectable, 


well-to-do Hindoo gentlemen. The 
Honorary Secretary of the Central 


National Mahomedan Association wrote 
to the Chief Secretary to the Government 
of Bengal to the effect that he was 
directed to state that in the opinion 
of the Association the proposed 
amendment of the Penal Code was 
a salutary measure, and should be 
adopted. It wasa mistake, the secretary 
of the association added, to suppose that 
the amendment, if adopted, would in any 
way interfere with the liberty of the 


Press. There is another great body, 
which is well known, the Mahomedan 
Literary Society. They express a 


stronger opinion. Mr. A. F. M. Abdur 
Rahman, writing on the 11th of January 
last to the Chief Secretary to the 
Government of Bengal, said— 


“T have the honour to acknowledge with 
thanks the receipt of your letters dated the 
28th December, 1897, requesting the Mahome- 


Secretary of State for India. 


. {COMMONS} 
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dan Literary Society to submit their opinions 
on the Bill to consolidate and amend the law 
relating to criminal procedure as well as 
amendments. in the Bill to amend the law 
relating to criminal procedure, and further 
amendments of the Indian Penal Code to be 
proposed for the consideration of the Select 
Committee on the Bill to amend the Code in 
relation to extra territorial offences. I am 
directed by the Committee of the Mahomedan 
Literary Society to inform his Honour that 
they are of opinion that circumstances fully 
necessitated the introduction of the Bill to 
consolidate and amend the law relating to. 
criminal procedure, and that they have no 
opinion to offer on the same. I am further 
directed to inform his Honour the Lieutenant- 
Colonel that the Committee have, after due: 
deliberation, come unanimously to the con- 
clusion that the proposed new clause, to be 
inserted after clause 108 of the Criminal Pro- 
cedure Bill, and the further amendment of 
the Indian Penal Code, to be proposed for the 
consideration of the Select Committee, will 
undoubtedly prove beneficial to the public. 
The Mahomedan Literary Society has long felt 
the want of such a measure as has now been 
brought forward by the honourable and legal 
Member. Class and sectarian animosities have 
been known to prevail for many years, which 
have in recent years been aggravated by 
various circumstances. The intelligent and 
educated portion of the Mahomedan com- 
munity have sadly felt the seditious effusions 
in respect of Government officials and 
Government measures which bave  charac- 
terised and disgraced the columns of a certain 
class of newspapers. The Committee enter- 
tain the hope that when the law of sedition 
is placed on a clear footing the evil which 
seems to he the sole object of a certain class 
of newspapers and agitators to disseminate 
among the ignorant people of the country will 
be effectually prevented. For these reasons 
the Committee venture to accord their loyal 


and unanimous support to the proposed 
measures.” , 

Next we come to the classes who 
were opposed jo this legislation. There 


was scarcely in the petitions or memorials 
a Hindoo gentleman well known in com- 
merce. who took any part against these 
measures. The agitation, I am sorry to 
say, is exclusively confined to two classes 
—pleaders and editors of newspapers. 
It must be borne in mind that they are 
classes whom we have trained; they are 
the product of our rule. We have given 
them an education they never possessed 
before, and looking ahead, as one must 
do, I feel strongly that the greatest 
difficulties which we shall hereafter 
have to encounter are not those 
which we inherited or which are in- 
herent in the system, but which we of 
our own free will created. Undoubtedly 
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one of the most difficult classes we have 
to deal with is the result of higher edu- 
cation. For years we have turned out 
thousands of young men with a purely 
literary English education. They have 
practically no means of self-support after 
they leave college, and the result is, they 
have either to look to Government em- 
ployment, which can only be given in 
infinitesimal quantity, or they have to 
take to newspapers, as many of them 
do, or to become teachers. It frequently 
happens that they look upon the Govern- 
ment which does not provide them with 
employment with disfavour, and some of 
them undoubtedly indulge in language 
which, to say the least, is ungrateful. 
It is not merely that these gentlemen 
indulge in most extravagant language in 
speeches and articles which are not in- 
tended bona fide to criticise individual 
officers or promote some reform or stop 
some unpupular act of Government, but 
their intention is and their language is 
such as to strike at the very root of 
British rule in India. These gentlemen, 
who never in the past had any liberty of 
speech or freedom of action, now, as 
British subjects, put forward the most 
exaggerated pretensions as to what they 
are entitled to. Everybody knows who 
has been brought up in a civilised coun- 
try, that the amount of liberty of speech 
or freedom of action given’ to 
an individual must be governed 
by considerations of the general security 
of the community. The name of one 
gentleman has been mentioned, the 
honourable Rai Bahadur P. Ananda 
Charlu, a member of the Viceroy’s 
Legislative Council. Now let us hear 
what his views are. India, as we well 
know, is full of explosive matter. The 
old simile that you cannot allow a man 
to smoke a cigar in a powder-magazine 
happened to be used in a debate in the 
Ccuncil by another member of the Coun- 
cil, and what did Mr. Charlu say on the 
He said-— 


subject? 


“The honourable Mover (Mr. Chalmers) nas 
facetiously described what he proscribes by 
having recourse to a simile. I thank him 
for it, as it also exactly depicts the injury 
that the public have a right mainly to com- 
plain of. He says that there is no objection 
for a man to smoke a cigar on the wide 
maidan, but that no person will be permitted 
to do so in a powder magazine. TI join issue 
with him there. In the first place, I ask what 
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right has he to deny to anyone the right 
to smoke, even in a powder magazine? Any- 
one that does so takes the risk of doing so. 
It is his look-out. So long as he takes :are 
not to throw away the stump carelessly in 
the powder magazine and controls the sparks 
from escaping, what does it matter? Why 
should he lose his right?” 

I do not know if the honourable Member 
for Bethnal Green endorses that, but I 
rather think I should like to confer 
upon Mr. Charlu the right which he 
claims, on the condition that the 
honourable Baronet and the honour- 
able Member opposite sat on the powder 
barrels. I do not think we should ever 
hear anything more about the inherent 
right of a British Indian subject to smoke 
a cigar in a powder magazine. So far 
from wishing to stop criticism, I welcome 
it. The honourable Baronet read out 
some extracts and asked me whether I 
should prosecute the authors. ‘The 
honourable Gentleman must be pro- 
foundly ignorant of what appears in 
native newspapers. It is my business 
to read them, and I find that language 
immeasurably strong, directed against 
myself and every member of the Govern- 
ment, habitually appears in them, and 
nobody dreams of taking any action in 
respect of them. The native Press may 
criticise and censure reasonable or un- 
reasonable acts of the Administration. 
They may call attention to anything they 
choose, but we cannot allow them to 
indulge in general attacks which tend 
to sap the foundations of English rule 
in India and subvert our Empire. I 
would only too gladly encourage any 
machinery which would indicate to the 
Indian Government scme idea of the 
silent, subterranean forces whica we know 
are at work, or bring to the attention 
of the Executive the feelings and opinions 
of the voiceless millions of India, put 
those papers which come in collision with 
clause 1244 do not represent the poor 
natives of India; they represent a class 
which is an excrescence of our rule in 
India, the semi-Europeanised class, who 
seem to think the British Government 
exists for no purpese whatever but. to 
put them in a position in which they 
can administer the affairs of India 
without incurring any of the respon- 
sibilities of a Government. Sir, I 
am sure everybody in this Houss 
desires to promote the prosperity and 
welfare of our Indian fellow-subjects ; 
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but of this I am equally certain, that 
no man who ever holds the post I have 
the honour to fill would hesitate to act 
if he had undoubtable evidence of move- 
ments which might endanger the main- 
tenance of our Indian Empire. We must 
Icok ahead. I do not pretend that what 
the Press may say or do is likely to be- 
come a xeal danger in our day, but un- 
less something is done to indicate what 
the views of the Government are, per- 
haps years hence these evils will become 
formidable. What is wanted is not 
coercion, but an expression of the attitude 
of the Government. I have now been 
three years in office, and, with scarcely 
an exception, I find absolute unanimity 
of opinion upon this matter. Ail the 
educated, all the intelligent native gentle- 
men I have come in contact with feel 
equally strongly about it. Unques- 
tionably, the Press of India does require 
guidance, and unquestionably agitation 
has sprung up in connection with it 
which renders it necessary to make the 
alterations we suggest in the law. At 
the present moment we are engaged in 
trying to extend the area of British 
influence in countries which do not Le- 
long to us, where commerce may develop | 
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and where we may reap the benefits cf 
that commerce. Surely we would be 
very foolish if at such a moment we were 
to disregard what is going on in India, 
aud to ignore attempts which are made 
to undermine our rule there. We cau 
never hope to establish in other parts ci 
Asia so satisfactory a system as thaw 
we have established in India, and it is 
our bounden duty, by vigilance and cau- 


tion, to take care that in India 
nothing is done to render our task 
hereafter one which posterity can- 
not bear. The alterations we have 
made in criminal procedure will, I 
believe, be sufficiently effective to 


enable the Indian Government to deal 
with the evils I have suggested, while 
they at the same time leave absolutely 
untouched the liberty of the subject and 
freedom of action which our native fel- 
low-subjects enjoy under British rule to 
an extent which is unknown in any other 
part of the vast continent of Asia. 


Question put— 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes 66; Noes 
30.—(Division List No. 310.) 
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*Sm M. BHOWNAGGREE (Bethnal | 

Green, N.E.): Mr. Speaker, I have been in | 
some doubt whether by the forms of the | 
House I should be able to speak to the | 
proposition which appears as an Amend- 
ment in my name on the Order Book 
this afternoon, treating of a subject 
which has a very important bearing on 
the future of India, if I had spoken in 
the course of the Debate upon which a 
Division has been just taken. Other- 
wise I should certainly have made a 
few remarks on the new Press legislation 
which has been under discussion, and would 
have especially liked to comment on the 
reference made to Lord Harris by the 
honourable Member for South-west 
Bethnal Green, when he said that Lord 
Harris had got a man convicted by a 
magistrate in Bombay with respect to 
certain statements made in a language 
with which he was unconversant. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: I did not use 
those words, Sir. 
*Srm M. BHOWNAGGREE The 


honourable Member quoted words to that 
effect from an article in a journal, which 
has not a large circulation, in order to 
gratify a desire to level an accusation 
against Lord Harris, and added— 


“Lord Harris deserved to be chaffed to his 
dying day for permitting himself to be bam- 
boozled.” 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: I used it as an 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Souttar, Robinson 


Bombay. 


Bombay 
| anybody who knows the conditions of 





illustration in my argument, Sir. 





TELLERS FOR THE Noxrs— 

Mr. Herbert Roberts and 

C. Sir William Wedderburn. 
(Shoreditch) 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


*Sm M. BHOWNAGGREE: The state- 
ment, Mr. Speaker, at all events con- 
tained a very serious accusation against 
an English statesman who occupied the 
very important position of Governor of 
In the first place, Lord Harris 
was accused in that extract of having 
brought about a conviction in a 
magistrates court, which 


administration in India would regard as 
a very grave imputation to make against 
the Governor of a Presidency. That was 
the accusation which the honourable 
Member for South-west Bethnal Green 
brought against Lord Harris. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL: Mr. Speaker, I 
made no accusation against Lord Harris. 
I simply read an extract from an article 
by Sir John Jardine, an Indian judge. 
Let Lord Harris settle matters with Sir 
John Jardine. 


*Sir M. BHOWNAGGREE Mr. 
Speaker, if quoting one-sided insinuations 
wera a permissible form of attacking the 
characters of persons within this House, 
I have here a bundle of cuttings with 
which I could attack the reputation of 
several honourable Members by reading 
scurrilous references and extracts from 
obscure papers. My reason for referring 
to the subject is this, that the article 
quoted contains scurrilous allusions 
to a matter which had been the 
subject of controversy between gentle- 
men engaged in different capacities 
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in the administration of India, and 
the accusations made by the honour- 





able Member for South-west Bethnal 
Green 

Mr. PICKERSGILL: I made no 
accusation. 


*Sir M. BHOWNAGGREE: It is a 
serious thing to repeat a statement in 
this House, where Lord Harris could not 
defend himself, that “he had got a 
man convicted by a magistrate,” who was 
an officer subordinate to his govern- 
ment, on a charge of sedition uttered 
in a tongue with which Lord Harris 
was not conversant. If not know- 
ing the Gujarati language was a taunt 
that applied to Lord Harris, that would he 
equally applicable to the judges to whom 
the honourable Member seemed to refer 
with approval. Lord Harris’s connection 
with the affair was simply that he 
was head of the local government when 
the prosecution in question took place in 
the ordinary course of justice in Bombay. 
I have thought fit to refer to the absurd 
attack made by the honourable Mem- 
ber for South-west Bethnal Green on Lord 
Harris, as, knowing the circumstances of 


the case on which the accusation was 
based, I could scarcely allow it to 
remain unrefuted. This is easily done 
by stating to the House’ what 
Lord Harris’s share in the matter 
really was.- Now, Mr. Speaker, the 
discussion which took place upon 
the Amendment, on which a Divi- 


sion has been just taken, relieves me of 
the necessity of saying much on 
the defects of the system of education 
which has been in vogue in India in the 
last half-century. I need not dwell on 
that side of the results of the system 
after what has been already said on it in 
the course of the preceding Debate, and 
especially after the significant views 
expressed on it by the noble Lord the 
Secretary of State for India in the states- 
manlike speech to which we have just 
listened. He has particularly referred 
to the defect of that system in 
having failed to direct the energies 
of those whom that education has 
independent indus 
which form the basis 
prosperity. After many 


reached to those 
trial pursuits 


of 


national 


Stir M. Bhownaggree. 
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years of personal observation and close 
study of the question, I have come to the 
conclusion that our system of education, 
benevolently initiated no doubt, and fol- 
lowed out on the lines which its framers 
designed, has entirely failed in the influ- 
ence which they must have intended it 
should exercise on the solid well-being 
of the people of India. I find that my 
Motion has caused some alarm in a par- 
ticular quarter, which is always easily 
frightened at the suggestion of any 
change in the present system of instruc- 
tion, on the hasty assumption that a 
blow is aimed at what is known as 
high education. I would, however, at 
once disarm such suspicion, by alluding 
with approval to the Amendment which 
stands in the name of the honourable 
Member for Dumfriesshire, and by stating 
that, in asking for remedies to be adopted 
for the cure of the evils I complain of, 
I have not the slightest intention of sug- 
gesting anything which would justify the 
second half of his proposition—namely, 
that it would be calamitous if, in 
effecting the cure, the Government 
weakened either elementary,-or higher 
education. I thank the honourable 
Member for agreeing with me that it 
is extremely desirable that the Govern- 
ment of India should earnestly direct the 
attention and energies of the people to 
technical and industrial pursuits. I have 
always been an ardent advocate of 
European education in India, been 
actively associated with some of its 
aducational establishments, and aim 
myself a product of that system. 
It would, I grant, be in the highest 





degree injurious to the interests of 
India to lessen the volume of pub 
lic instruction, and if the ultimate 


uses of the so-called high education, at 
present given there, were to be of the 
kind which best fulfils the purpose and 
aim of all national education—namely, 
the attainment of national prosperity— 
I would willingly have every one of our 
fellow subjects B.A. or 
an M.A., if possible. my main 
contention is that the work of 
public instruction for the 50 years 
that it has been in operation has 
failed to develop in the slightest degree 
the vast industrial resources of India. 
As the rules of this Debate will not allow 


become a 


But 
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of my asking the decision of the House 
upon my proposition to-night, and as it 
cannot be put from the Chair, I shall take 
the opportunity here of reading the words 
in which I have couched it— 

“That, in the opinion of this House, the 
system of education at present pursued in 
British India has proved ineffectual to direct 
the attention and energies of its people to 
technical and industrial pursuits, with the 
result that the productive power of the 
country has been arrested, making it more 
and more dependent on foreign manufactures ; 
that as a consequence considerable sections of 
its population are rendered helpless, and a 
sense of discontent is growing up among those 
classes who, having come under the influence 
of such education, look to Government only 
to provide them with the means of livelihood ; 
and that therefore this House considers that 
the time has arrived when a change should 
be made in the system of public instruction in 
India, and other adequate measures adopted 
with a view to remedying these evils.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, perhaps it might be 
asserted that this is a singular opinion 
—that the view expressed here with 
regard to education only expresses the 
sentiment of the Anglo-Indian portion of 
the inhabitants of India—and therefore I 
shall take the liberty of reading a few 
short quotations from native authorities, 
whose claim to speak on the subject can- 
not possibly be impeached. I make my 
first quotation from a lecture delivered 
by the Maharajah of Travancore some 
time ago. Perhaps even my honourable 
Friend opposite will admit that he is one 
of the most enlightened princes of India. 
In the course of that lecture, which was 
entitled “Our Industrial Status,” the 
Maharajah thus referred to the students 
that flocked to the State schools— 


“Almost without exception, all these, I 
suspect, look to Government employment. If 
our Government must provide for all the 
youths that receive education, our public 
offices will have to be extended miles, and 
public salaries to be increased by thousands of 
rupees, and after all to entertain a host of dis- 
contented, disobedient, and sometimes trouble- 
some young men.” 


Sir Madhava Rao, a statesman of vast 
Indian—I was going to say European— 
reputation, also, in a speech delivered 
a few years ago at a distribution of 
prizes, expressed the following sentiment 
with regard to our educational system in 
India :— 

“At the present day, the cultivator, the 


weaver, the trader, the soldier, the artisan, 
the Brahman, and perhaps even the barber, 
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one and all were fired with a desire to train 
their sons for Government employment or 
other sedentary intellectual employment. 
Hence, the schools were crowded, and more 
schools were called for. The phenomenon was 
the effect of a huge popular delusion, and not 
the effect of a genuine thirst for useful know- 
ledge. Government could not possibly find 
employment for such vast numbers. Even 
the best educated men were already finding it 
difficult to get a footing in the public ser- 
vice, and some of them would be glad to 
have wages equal to those of a good carpenter 
maistry.” 


in India. 


I may quote another statement on the 
same subject by an authority who, 
although guilty of the sin of being 
Anglo-Indian, is certainly entitled to 
great weight, being one whom the 
educated natives regard as a_ special 
friend. Mr. H. S. Cotton, Commissioner 
of Assam, says :— 

“Numbers of young men yearly issue from 
our institutions who find they can obtain 
neither practice in the law courts, nor places 
in the public service. They look back on all 
the mental toil they have endured, and are 
chagrined on discovering that in but too 
many instances it leads to nothing. This 
accounts mainly for the discontent and rest- 
lessness which are perceptible in the rising 
generation.” 

Then, again, we have the high and im- 
partial authority of Sir Monier Williams 
for the following :— 

“Those who are unsuccessful in getting 
appointments will not turn to manual labour, 
but remain discontented members of society 
and enemies of our Government, converting 
the little real education they have received 
into an instrument for writing seditious articles 
in native journals.” 

Mr. Speaker, I beg to assure the 
House that, in placing these opinions 
before it, it is not my purpose to make 
any imputations against what are called, 
with doubtful accuracy, the educated 
classes of India. My sole object is to 
demonstrate, on the strength of opinions 
expressed by hich authorities, both 
native and English, whose competency 
and impartiality cannot be for a 
moment doubted, the second proposi- 
tion. contained in my Motion, that the 
result of the education we give at present 
in India is to make _ considerable 
sections of its population helpless and 
discontented, because it leads them to 
look to Government only to provide them 
with the means of livelihood. With- 
out finding fault with the standard 
or volume of public instruction—indeed, 
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while pleading for the extension of 
elementary, and even the higher grades of 
education among a larger number of our 
fellow-subjects—it can be contended 
that, unless some exceptional measures 
are adopted and changes introduced to 
modify or supplement the present system, 
it will fail in future, as it has failed in 
the past, to attain the one main object 
aimed at in the pursuit of healthy educa- 
tion in every country—namely, the 
development of its material resources and 
consequent growth of its prosperity. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I confess one is at 
a disadvantage in this House in speaking 
upon an Indian subject involving such 
complex problems as this does, because, 
and I say it with all respect to the House, 
it often lacks that elementary knowledge 
of the conditions of the country without 
reference to which one cannot adequately 
treat such a subject. However, I hope | 
to make my meaning clear as to the 
present condition of skilled industrial pur- 
suits in India by placing before honour- 
able Members a few comparative figures 


in 1895-96, the latest year for which the 
official figures are available, was 
Rx.109,545,161, and of that amount 


Rx.15,333,588 was the whole value of | 


manufactured articles ; or, in other words, 
less than one-seventh of the whole trade. 
In the same year the value of foreign | 
imports into India was Rx.69,316 395, 
of which Rx.10,197,255 was raw material, 
or about one-seventh of the whole im. | 
ports. Thus it can be seen that in a 
given year India receives and consumes | 
of foreign manufactured produce seven | 
times the value of the raw articles | 
imported. On the other hand, it sends 
out, in raw material, seven times the 
value of its export of . manufactured 
articles. Again, we find that, whereas 
out of a population in England and Wales 


of 22,000,000, no less than 7,000,000 of | 


people are engaged in industrial pursuits, 
or nearly 33 per cent., in India, out 


of a population of 300,000,000, about 
3,000,000, and that on a_ liberal | 
computation, are reckoned to be! 


so employed ; that is tu say, 1 per cent. 
In giving these figures, I would not be 
understood to say that the productive 


power of the country has lessened under | 
British rule, nor would I for a moment | 


venture to assert that the policy of the 
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British administration is antagonistic to 
the development of industries. In fact, I 
have myself on more than one occasion 
argued that the peace and security which 
have been established throughout India 
under that rule have multiplied its pro- 
ducing capacity as far as raw materials 
are concerned, that consequently its 
export trade has increased eighty-fold, 
and the prospects of unskilled labour 
|employment have been greatly enhanced. 
It is to the production of skilled industries 
that my remarks have reference, and I 
contend that the figures I have just 
given, few as they are, demonstrate the 
dismal condition of the reproductive 
manufacturing capacity of India, and 
make it evident how heavily it suffers by 
having to pay to foreign countries for 
'those manufactured articles it needs 
and consumes, but cannot, or will not, 
|manufacture itself. It has unlimited 
| wealth of natural material. It had varied 
‘industries in the olden times, embracing 
sculpture, architecture, woodwork, em- 





.. broidery, carpet-making, jewellery, and 
The value of the export trade of India| 


many others of varying degrees of excel- 
lence, showing that the necessary intellect 
for such pursuits has never been lacking. 
But these have now mostly disappeared, 
and even such manufactures as require 
but little skilled manipulation have ceased 
to be a source of wealth or revenue 
for the benefit of the country. 
iI could name numberless instances 
‘in proof of this, but I would not 
venture to trouble the House with such 
details, for I think that a committee of 
inquiry would be the proper agency to 
examine into these particulars. But 
to illustrate my meaning as_ regards 
| this part of my argument, I would 
| just give a detail or two. Hides, for 
‘instance, of which there are an abundance, 
and which would require very little 
| labour indeed to manufacture into useful 
articles, are sent out of the country with 
cut any native labour being  be- 
istowed upon them, except that re- 
| quired to flay the skins from the car- 
jcasses and to wash them and pack 
them for shipment. The same skins 
come back from Germany manufac- 
tured. Tea, again, which is an essentially 
Indian product, in that its growth is 
favoured by the soil, by virtue of 
the conditions of its climate, and 
/grown by Indian labourers, who only 
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get a  cooliewage, makes wealth; This is just a casual illustration 
for the planter, who is, generally| of how our teaching fails to  indi- 
speaking, not a native. Even the| cate that for diligent work, based 
retail sale of tea is gradually passing into| upon the instruction received in 
hands which take away the profits out|technical schools and colleges, there 
of India, because the native neglects the|are remunerative fields of activity 


trade, as being mean or not suitable to 
his tastes. Now, Mr. Speaker, it might 
be asked, what has the system of edu- 


cation to do with this condition of 
things! My answer is that it has, 
indeed, a great deal to do with it. 


A main function of the public instruction 
of a country is, or ought to be, to teach 
people the dignity of labour, and in a 
country like India to awaken in them a 
sense of the influence which skilled in- 
dustry kas upon national wealth and pros- 
perity, and to fit them in various ways 
for its pursuit. The present system does 
not perform this function. The educa- 
tion is too literary, and only fits the 
youth who get it to adapt them- 
selves to the medical and legal pro- 
fessions, which are overstocked. It 
fails to point out to them that 
the instruction which they receive 
is for the purpose of fostering the ori- 
ginal industries of the country, and 
acquiring others which Western culture 
opens out to them. It goes further in 
that evil direction, and drags the 
younger men away from _ those 
profitable pursuits in which their 
fathers were engaged, but which 
have in many cases already dimin- 
ished and in others altogether disap- 
peared. I shall allude to the medical pro- 
fession to show how the education we 
give now has a tendency to divert the 
people from following the more substan- 
tiai side of their work in life in a given 
department of useful occupation. The uni- 
versities in India turn out medical men 
by the hundred every year; but there is 
not in all India to-day a manufacturing 
chemist, not even of saltpetre, of which 
the soil in many parts of India is 
full. The academic degree, and the 
prospect of earning a living by visiting 
patients and writing prescriptions, is, 


no doubt, more alluring than the 
prospect of doing hard, persevering 
work in a manufacturing depédt or 


laboratory ; hence this strange result, 
that while medical practitioners mul- 
tiply, the less attractive pursuit of 


operative chemistry is wholly shunned. 











which have been wantonly neglected. 
On these grounds, which I _ have 
but briefly enumerated, I submit 
that changes in the system of  in- 
struction, and in the methods of impart- 
ing it, have become imperative. I am 
aware that it is the people themselves 
who must find out these drawbacks from 
which they have suffered so far, and take 
a new departure as regards the applica- 
tion of the education they receive under 
a benevolently-framed scheme. But I 
contend that the Government in India 
must take the initiative in guiding the 
people. Whenever and wherever they 
can, they must show their appreciation 
of manual skill, by introducing technical 
and scientific subjects into the curri- 
cula of schools and _ universities. 
It is essential that both under the local 
governments, and in the India Office itself, 
departments should be organised for the 
special purpose of fostering skilled indus- 
tries, and placed under the charge of 
experts acquainted with the capability of 
the material resources of India, and with 
the methods by which the people’s ener- 
gies, both mentai and physical, could be 
directed to their proper exploitation. I 
cannot hope to dwell at length just now 
on the various ways and means by which 
this useful purpose could be attained. 
This is, again, as I have said before, a 
subject on which due inquiry could be 
made, and remedies suggested, through 
the agency of a Committee or Commis- 
sion. But if the view I have feebly tried 
to lay before the House could be acted 
on, Tam sure it will prove beneficial both 
to the people and the Government, in 
more ways than one. The economic gain 
to the country would be enormous, if we 
could get the people to earn their 
living by operating upon those 
unlimited raw materials, which they at 
present bundle away to foreign countries, 
and buy back in innumerable manufac- 


tured forms at a heavy cost. One 
of the main arguments used with the 
native population to persuade them 
that so long as they are under 


a foreign domination they can never 
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be prosperous, is that the drain upon 
their finances for administrative and 
military charges must continue to suck 
the life-blood of the country year after 
year. They are told persistently that their 
poverty and helplessness are due solely 
to this drain, and that all the evils of 
famine and other natural calamities from 
which they periodically suffer are the out- 
come of that helplessness. Arguments 
like this have been at the bottom of most 
of the disaffection that is invoked against 
British rule, and of much of the internal 
disorders against which we have had to 
contend in the last few years. The 
literary education which we give the 
people of India, instead of enabling them 
to inquire into the truth or otherwise of 
such representations, only fits and in- 
clines them to imbibe ideas by no means 
friendly to their Government. Now, 
the home remittances are, I believe, about 
£16,000,000 a year, half of which is the 
amount of interest payable on the capital 
advanced by Great Britain for the con- 
struction of railways, canals, and other 
works of public utility. Therefore. the 
other eight millions, which, if we leave 
out of reckoning all considerations on 
which the remittance to that extent can be 
wholly or partly justified, is the so-called 
burden upon India, to which is attributed 
its comparative poverty. But, as I have 
stated before, the people of India pay 
every year for the manufactured articles 
which they import a sum of no less than 
60 million tens of rupees. Now, if hy 
teaching the people to manufacture 
not more than one-fifth the articles 
they receive from foreign countries, in 
their present state of industrial 
incapacity, we can at once save them 
that proportion of the purchase price of 
such articles, and thus counterbalance 
the supposed inequitable burden of eight 
millions of the home remittances : by just 
doing this we immediately extinguish the 
reason, or pretext rather, on which some 
of them base a great grievance. And in 
this one way alone we should secure a 
great political gain, beside the great 
economic good that would accrue to the 
people. I am persuaded, Mr. Speaker, 
that by adopting the obvious necessary 
without further delay, for 
fostering the development of skilled 
industrial pursuits, we should be 
conferring upon India great blessings, and 


measures, 
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not only justifying British rule, but 
making its foundations firm and _per- 
manent. Government can do much te 
lead the way in that direction, and the 
people are sure to follow. In saying this 
I do not make any complaint against the 
Government. They have heretofore 
expressed much sympathy for, and even 
endeavoured to actively foster, the 
material resources of the country, as, for 
example, by taking an imposing part in 
the Paris Exhibition of 1878 and the 
Colonial and Indian Exhibition in 
1886. The remarkable increase in the 
tea industry of India is mainly due to 
the prominent attention drawn to Indian 


in India. 


teas at Paris in 1878 But that 
is not enough, nor does that sort 
of fitful and superficial activity go 
to the root of the matter. It is 


the training of the Indian youth to 
technical and industrial pursuits on a 
systematic basis that is wanted, and it ig 
essential that a thorough inquiry, with 
the object of obtaining suggestions for a 
properly organised scheme for that 
purpose, should be instituted. I trust, 
Mr. Speaker, that before you leave the 
chair the noble Lord the Secretarv of 
State for India will express himself in 
sympathy with the objects of my pro- 
position, and also promise that the views 
which I have but too feebly set forth 
here to-day will actively engage in the 
immediate future the attention of the 
various Governments in India. In con- 
clusion, Sir, may I claim the indulgence 
of the House for a moment longer just 
to express my hearty concurrence with 
the widespread approval with which is 
regarded the appointment which Her 
Majesty has just made of a successor to 
Lord Elgin? The Prime Minister and the 
Secretary of State for India have to be 
congratulated on the happy selection 
they have made. The right honourasle 
Gentleman the present Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs [Mr. Curzon] will 
take to the discharge of the duties of his 
onerous but splendid position as Viceroy 
an intellect of the highest order, and a 
commanding grasp of the most essential 
problems affecting India and the Far 
East. In congratulating India on the 
new ruler it is going to have, I pray that 
his career may be successful and 
brilliant, unmarred by any of those visi- 
tations of nature and other difficulties 
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which have so afflicted the country in the 
past two years. 


Mr. SOUTTAR (Dumfriesshire): Mr. 
Speaker, before I begin to deal with the 
main subject, I feel that I must say a 
word on some remarks that have been 
made across the floor of the House about 
an Indian judge who happens to be a 
personal friend of mine. I know nothing 
of the merits of the case, but I do feel, 
knowing him so intimately, that Sir John 
Jardine, a retired judge of the High 
Court of Bombay, a gentleman who 
received his title from the present Govern- 
ment recently, and who was thought by 
them to deserve it, is a man who is abso- 
lutely incapable of saying anything which 
is not strictly honourable and_ strictly 
true. Well, having said that, I would 
vo on to say a few words upon the sub- 
ject of education. We have listened to 
one of those attacks upon higher educa- 
tion in India which come periodically. I 
do not mean to say that the honourable 
Member made any violent attack upon 
higher education. He said that he was 
not going to attack it at all, but as a 
matter of fact he did not keep to his 
assertion. - In an insidious way—I do 
not mean to be offensive—he did give 
ligher education a good many stabs in 
the dark. Well, there is no novelty in 
these attacks, and since higher education 
Was introduced 50 vears ago. they have 
been pretty frequent; but there is this 
novelty about the present one, that 
mostly attacks on higher education in 
India have been made by Anglo-Indians. 
The cold-weather visitors have been 
heard, but here we have a native attack- 
ing himself. I do not mean to say that 
he did it in a violent way, but he did it. 
In this country many of us think that it 
is good for us to defend our alma mater, 
and I do not think that he himself felt 
that he was quite in his right position, 
ior is it an edifying thing to see a man 
kicking down the ladder by which he 
himself has climbed to fame. At the 
same time, I think it is right that every 
man should state his opinion, especially 
in this House; and it is also right that 
full light should be thrown upon every 
subject, and upon no subject is it well 
that fuller light should be thrown than 
upon an Indian subject. I agree entirely 
with the honourable Member. é 
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Mr. MADDISON (Shetield, Bright- 
side): I beg to call attention to the fact 
that there are not 40 Members present. 


in India. 


House counted. Forty Members being 
present, 


Mr. SOUTTAR resumed: Well, I was 
saying, Mr. Speaker, that I quite agree 
with the honourable Member who intro- 
duced this subject in what he says about 
the sad lack of appreciation of the dignity 
cf labour which undoubtedly exists in 
India. There is, undoubtedly, an idea 
in India that labour of a manual kind 
should be confined entirely to the lower 
orders, and that it is degrading for 
a man of spirit to use his hands 
for any heavier work than driving 
a quill. I had five years of hard work 
myself in India, and I must say that be 
cause it is absolutely true, and men must 
live in India before they can realise how 
entirely true it is. I also agree with 
what the honourable Member said when 
he pointed out that this sort of thing 
diminishes the producing power of India. 
I do not agree with the manner in which 
he proved his contention. He seemed 
to be very much saddened. because the 
imports of India were so large. Sixty 
millions, I think he said they were, and 
he wanted to cut them down to thirty. 


*Si M. BHOWNAGGREE: What I 
said was that the proportion of the im- 
ports of manufactured articles was very 
large in comparison with the proportion 
of raw material imported, thus proving 
its great dependence on foreign manu- 
factures. 


Mr. SOUTTAR: That is what I under- 
stood. I am not going into the political 
economical question with regar1 to this 
at all, but the honourable Member necd 
not be afraid of any amount of imports. 
No man was ever impoverished by getting 
anything. It is by what you give that 
you are impoverished, and if India was 
giving a great deal more than she was 
getting. there might be some reason to 
complain. India wants all the imports 
she can possibly get, because the more 
imports she gets the richer she will be- 
come. We also must not exaggerate the 
influence that this particular question has 
upon Indian labour and producing power. 
After all, the honourable Member will 
agree with me that it affects mostly the 
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young men in the cities, and the young 
men in the cities are an extremely small 
fraction of the Indian population. ‘The 
great mass of the population of India 
consists of poor ryots (peasants), who 
have no very fine-drawn distinctions 
about the dignity of labour, and who 
have to toilfrom morning to night, from 
years end to year’s end. At the same 
time I quite agree with what the honour- 
able Member said, that there might be a 
great deal more industry in connection 
with manufactured articles, especially 
those which might be produced in India. 
I think that this weakness in connection 
with India arises very much from the pre- 
judice that exists among the better class of 
Indians against labour. You may labour 
without education, but you cannot have 
any progress in connection with labour 
except as the result of education. I 
believe that India stands still to-day, and 
allows nations like Janan to go past her 
by leaps and bounds, because the men 
who should be building factories, the 
men who should be developing new in- 
dustries, the men who should be tne 
pioneers to guide their countrymen to 
the promised land of civilisation, stand 
aside, and are ashamed to soil their hands 
with honest toil. We talk a great deal 
about English capital, but what India 
wants is not so much capital as that 
pioneers should arise amongst her own 
people. Weknow that in our own country, 
and in every civilised country, igno- 
rance is the parent of prejudice, 
and that ignorance is best counter- 
acted and prejudice is best counter- 
acted by the acquisition of knowledge. 
I do not hesitate to say that it is seen 
in its most extended form in India, not 
amongst the highly educated classes, but 
amongst the poor. I remember a case in 
my own experience in Calcutta, where 
numbers of tramps congregate. I 
wanted a little bit of work done, in the 
way of light timber being removed. I 
said to my engineer, “Could net. vou ark 
some of these men to doit?” He Inok2d 
at me, smiled, and said, “They won'd rot 
do it.” He was right ; though we offered 
these tramps as much money as they 
would earn in a fortnight they would not 
do it. This form of leprosy is not the 
result of European education at all. An 
honourable Member spoke of education 
having arrested industries in India, but 
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education has not arrested a_ single 
industry in India ; on the contrary, it has 
developed it. The disease is of longer 
growth than higher education in India ; it 
is to be found in the very foundation of 
Indian society. These things have been 
in the minds of the Indians for century 
after century, and it is these, and not 
the higher education, that have produced 
such an evil. An honourable Member 
spoke of our education as if Europeans 
foisted upon India a system of it. We 
know perfectly well that the object of 
education in India is not so much to 
give men a little bit of knowledge of 
this or that thing, but to train the 
intellect so that a man may be able to 
do anything that may be necessary for 
him. That is the education that has 
been given in India. The education we 
think good enough in England or Scot- 
land surely is good enough for India. 1 
know that at present there is a move 
ment amongst high-class young men in 
India, and they are slowly breaking 
through this prejudice, with the result 
that they now do work which before 
was only done by the lower classes. 1 
think we ought to give all honour to 
these young men who are standing in 
the breach. I have not a shadow of 
doubt that their courage is due to their 
higher education. If you tamper with 
higher education you will check it, and 
India will be thrown back to her original 
state. I think, therefore, that higher 
education is not a hindrance to the deve 
lopment of industries in India. But, what 
ever views may be held as regards that, 
I wish to point out that higher education 
is becoming essential; it is essential 
to the existence of European administra- 
tion, because I want to point out that 
the government of India would be abso- 
lutely impossible but for the educated 
natives, by whom subordinate posts must 
be filled in greater numbers as time goes 
on. If their places are taken by 
Europeans the administration of India 
by this country would soon become im- 
possible for financial reasons. The ser- 
vices of educated natives are needed in 
banks, in shipping and railway offices, 
and in all other commercial houses 
Their salaries are lower than those of 
Europeans ; and, secondly, because speak- 
ing the native language, the educated 
native forms the necessary link between 
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the country that supplies and the country 
that demands. You see, therefore, there 
is no use talking of the educated native 
as if we could dispense with him, because 
it is necessary that we should have him. 
There is another ground I would indicate. 
I think the higher education of India is 
necessary for its moral well-being. I 
believe there has been a great improve- 
ment in the moral tone of the natives 
since the extension of higher education. 
Now, I have the highest authority for 
saying that there is no difficulty what- 
ever in getting pure natives to fill any 
appointment ; education has raised the 
moral character of those who have par- 
taken of its advantages. There is just 
one other advantage I might indicate, 
with reference to the treatment by the 
Indians of their and higher 
education has been proved to have 
brought about a reform in this direction, 
but I trust it will even have a better 
effect later on. I agree entirely with the 
honourabie Member opposite as regards 
the evil prejudice that exists in India 
against honest manual labour. I dis- 
agree with him when he said that higher 
education has had anything to do with 
that subject. I would ask the noble 
Lord, cannot the Government themselves 
do something to help to break down that 
prejudice? I think they can, not by de- 
parting from the policy they have been 
carrying on, but by carrying it out with 
more generosity. The real education 
difficulty in India is simply the inade- 
quacy of the educational grant. Well, 
now, there are two things I think the 
Government might do. First, I 
think that they might make a 
much more serious effort to promote 
industrial education and to encourage 
young men to attend technical colleges 
which might be established. It is, how- 
ever, impossible to do it out of the 
present funds, but I do think that, con- 
sidering the bright and rosy Budget of 
this year, it might be possible to find 
an increased grant. What a blessing a 
South Kensington would be to India! 
The second thing I think the Governm :nt 
might do is to encourage young men to 
learn trades. I believe they could do 
this and without any expense, simply by 
fiving hich marks to those who show 
the most knowledge of any particular 
trade, and in that way the Government 
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might show India that it had taken 
industry under its special protection, 
Sixteen years ago the Government 
appointed an Educational Commissioner, 
and I think that perhaps tne time has 
come when there might be an inquiry 
into that particular sort of education 
which would bring the people of India 
into habits of industry. I do not presume 
to say how this can be done, but there 
must be great care taken so ‘that no 
injury will accrue to higher education. 
*Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Herts, St. 
Albans): Sir, if the honourable Member 
desires technical education, what does he 
desire it for! It is that the people may 
devote themselves to manufacture, and 
by manufacture get a living. But how 
can they get a living from manufacture 
unless foreign capital comes into the 
country, and how can this desideratum 
be obtained so long as the Indian Govern- 
ment persists in tampering with the cur- 
rency! However, what I rise particularly 
for is to call the noble Lord’s attention to 
a matter which I think is well worth con- 
sideration. I refer to the conduct of 
certain Civil servants in India at the end 
of June last, and the circumstances are 
as follows: A lecture was given at Simla 
by Colonel Hutchinson, the Director 
General of Military Education there. To 
the lecture itself I have no objection, 
but he was followed by a Civil servant, 
Mr. Thorburn, the Financial Commis- 
sioner of the Punjaub, who made a vio- 
lent attack on the recent policy of the 
Indian Government, and I consider that 
for a man in his position he had not the 
slightest right to make such an attack, 
and [I invite the opinion of the noble 
Lord, as to how he thinks Civil servants 
should conduct themselves. Mr. Thor- 
burn was answered by Sir James West- 
land, who also made a speech on that 
occasion. Sir James Westland, in defend- 
ing the Indian Government, expressed 
opinions with which I am inclined to dis- 
agree, and he said things certainly of 
doubtful accuracy. He expressed opinions 
for which he could have had no authority 
from the Indian Government, and yet 
those opinions must go forth to the 
people of India, and must create the 
impression that the Indian Government 
has spoken. If Civil servants in India 
are to be allowed to enter into angry 
debate on public matters, I say there is 
an end to all discipline in India. I will 
2Q2 
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refer to the subject-matter of their 
speeches. Mr. Thorburn said that Cap- 
tain Barton, whom he referred to as 
Commandant of the Rifles, was recalled 
from Lundi Kotal. He described that as 
a desertion of the Khyber Rifles by the 
Government, and said that these men 
fought quite as well as men could be 
expected to fight. until they were deserted 
by their leaders. Sir James Westland 
stated in reply that we recalled Captain 
Barton, whose duty it was, not to com- 
mand, but to superintend, the Khyber 
Rifles. Now, in the Army List of last 
April, Captain Barton figures as Com- 
mandant of the Khyber Rifles. Sir James 
Westland also said that these were not 
soldiers of the British Army. That may 
be true or it may not, but what I will 
point out is that the fort which these 
men defended was built by British 
engineers, that these men were armed and 
accoutred by the English Government, 
and that they had been commanded by 
an English officer. When Sir James 
Westland went on to say we were en- 
titled to leave them to look after them- 
selves, I say his remarks were indiscreet, 
and that he was not so judicious in the 
choice of his language as he might have 
been. One of the causes of complaint 
that I have raised on previous occasions 
is that the Indian official element is 
represented on the Currency Committee, 
so that they are judges in their own case. 
At Simla, on the &th July, Sir James 
Westland said— 


“Tt was well known that the whole question 
of the Indian currency was now under ex- 
amination in London, and it was hoped that 
following this examination a measure would 
be taken to establish something that might 
be called a gold standard in India. 

“Tf the measures relating to the Indian cur- 
rency had the effect (as the Government hoped 
and believed they would have) of establishing 
a gold currency in this country,” 


etc. Well, I consider that that language 
perfectly bears out the objection I have 
raised before to the Indian officials being 
represented on the Currency Committee. 
I must leave it to the House to consider 
whether it is desirable, while these dis- 
cussions are taking place in Committee, 
that these expressions which are calcu- 
lated to influence its decisions should 
be made public. Then, Sir, there 
is another point to which I should 
like to direct the attention of the 
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House and of the noble Lord the Secre- 
tary of State, and that is a remarkable 
letter which appeared in the 7'imes, on 
the 3rd of August, entitled, “The Cur- 
rency Question from a Native Financier’s 
Point of View.” It points out in the 
very strongest way the injurious effect of 
the recent monetary legislation of the 
Indian Government. I will just read two 
or three lines of that communication— 
“The scarcity of silver is so great that the 
banks are said to be refusing to open accounts 
with natives who deposit so many thousands 
of rupees in currency notes, and then try to 
draw the money in small sums of silver.” 
Sir, that raises another important point, 
and I shall hear with great interest what 
the noble Lord has to say upon it, and 
how far his inquiries bear out these 
statements. Then the letter goes on to 
refer to the illicit coinage which has 
been promoted by the legislation of the 
Indian Government. It says that the 
“sonari or goldsmith-made rupees are now 
passing current in many states. save not 
the late discoveries in Bombay, Delhi, and 
Lahore shown that you cannot have a currency 
with an artificial face value without demoralis- 
ing the people, and turning the women’s de- 
partment of every Indian gold cr silver smith, 
or worker in brass, of whom there are hun- 
dreds of thousands, into a secret mint.” 
Now, the 7'¢mes very properly says that ‘t 
has not the means of testing the accuracy 
of that statement, nor have I; but the 
Times adds that the man who makes these 
statements is a person of Ligh position 
and character, and competent to speak 
with authority about the subject. I think 
it is most important that the noble Lord 
should inquire most closely into this 
matter, because if it is at all what he says, 
it represents an appalling danger. 
Further, the same letter speaks of 
Rs.60,000 bemg seized at one time, 
and says that seizure did not repre 
sent one week’s coinage. Sir, this 
is a startling condition of things to 
arrive at in any country, and I shall 
anxiously listen to what the noble 
Lord can say as to whether this 
statement is exaggerated or unfounded. 
There is another effect which has 
been produced by the currency policy 
of the Indian Government, and that is 
upon the credit of the country. When 
there was last a Debate somewhat on 
these lines in this House I heard the 
right honourable Member for Wolver- 
hampton congratulate the Government 
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oa the condition of their credit and the 
ease with which they could obtain money. 
If we look back to 1896 we shall find the 
24 per cent. Indian loan went at 103, and 
yet last July it only realised 883. I am not 
saying for a moment that the whole of 
that drop is caused by the Indian experi- 
ments in currency, for, of course, I know, 
as a man of business, that there has 
been a general fall, I might say, in all 
high-class securities since 1896. But I do 
say that this great, great drop from 
103 to &8& is very startling, and I 
think it must point to a want of con- 
fidence on the part of the financiers and 
merchants of London in the wisdem of 
the currency experiments of the Indian 
Government. There is only one other 
matter on which I should like to say 
cne word to the noble Lord, and that 
is to express a hepe that he will use 
his influence to secure as early as pos- 
sible the printing of the evidence taken 
by the Commission as far as it has gone. 
I should like to point out to him that 
all the proofs of the witnesses have been 
returned corrected by them, and that it 
is not a question of preparing any Re- 
port, but purely a matter of printer’s 
work. Many of us are going away for 
our holidays, and it will be a great in- 
convenience to us if we do net get these 
papers inte our hands at an early date, 
and therefore I would ask the noble 
Lord to be kind enough to bring pres- 
sure to bear upon the printers to pro- 
duce these papers promptly as a mere 
matter of business. 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hexton): 
I do not desire to follow the honourable 
Gentleman who has just sat down inio 
the various matters which he has gone 
into, hut I wish to call the attention of 
the Secretary of State for India to the 
present position of the question which 
was brought before the House and the 
country some years ago with respect to 
the health of the Army of India, and 
mere particularly to the action which 
has been taken by the Government of 
India in consequence of the dispatch 
a 
which the noble Lord addressed to them 
on the 26th of March last year. Now, 
Sir, I raised the matter a short time 
ago in the form of a Question to the 
roble Lord as to whether he would be 
so good as to lay on the Table of the 
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Hcuse the circular issued by the mili- 
tary authorities of India with resnect to 
the question of venereal disease ‘~ the 
Indian Army. The noble Lord was at 
tirst in some doubt, I think, as to whether 
the circular should be given or not, but 
after further inquiry he stated that it 
weuld be laid upon the Table of the 
House. I think the noble Lord will 
adimit that it has not been iaid upon the 
Table, but through the courtesy of a 
Friend I have obtained a copy from the 
India Office. 

*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA: I thought it had been laid upon 
the Table. 


Mr. STUART: I found no fault with 
the noble Lord, who has treated us with 
every respect and courtesy upon this 
question. No doubt that circular will 
soon be in the hands of the Meinbers, 
but it raises the point of the present 
position of this matter in India. It 
will be remembered that when the Re- 
port of the Commission of which Lord 
Onslow was chairman was issued a dis- 
patch of great importance was sent hy 
the Secretary of State to the Indian 
Government indicating his desire that 
the treatment of the diseases should be 
placed on all fours with the treatment 
of other diseases in the Army. He said 
that there must be no registration of 
prostitutes or compulsory examination, 
and Tam sure that is a view in which 
the House generally will concur. But, 
Sir, I took occasion to convey to the 
neble Lerd privately, or quasi-privately, 
sn opinion which had been previously 
expressed, that the situation would lead 
to the development of evil practices which 
we must all condemn, and to which atten- 
tion was called, particularly in the Report 
of the Departmental Committee of 1893. 
Now, Sir, I frankly admit that my fears 
last year as to the right honourable 
Gentleman’s proposals were based upon 
the ground that what had occurred before 
would occur again. I was unwilling then, 
as the right honourable Gentleman knows. 
to bring the matter forward in this 
House because I felt that I was not iusti- 
fied in finding fault merely on the basis 
of my own or other people’s suspicions 
and fears, however justified we might 
ourselves conceive them to be. But, 
Sir, I felt the more justified from my 
own point of view in taking that line, 
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because I was aware and the House was 
aware that these practices which the 
right honourable Gentleman condemned 
were actually prevented by an Act of the 
Indian Legislature passed in 1895. It 
was a very short one, and it stated that 
regulations respecting disease of any kind 
might be made, 


“Provided that no such rule shall contain 
any regulation enjoining or permitting any 
compulsory or periodical examination of any 
woman by medical officers or others for the 
purpose of ascertaining whether she is or is 
not suffering from any venereal disease, or is 
or is not fit for prostitution, or any regula- 
tion for the licensing or special registration 
of prostitutes, or giving legal sanction to the 
practice of prostitution in any cantonment.” 
This Act of the Indian Legislature was 
passed with the sanction of the late Sec- 
retary for India and of his predecessor, 
and it prevented by law precisely those 
things which the right honourable 
Gentleman indicates is his desire should 
not be done. On the occasion of the 
Indian Budget last year it was my duty 
to point out to the right honourable 
Gentleman that that Act of the Indian 
Legislature had been at that time 
recently repealed, and I esked the right 
honourable Gentleman why he had sanc- 
tioned the repeal of that Act, when its 
existence had prevented precisely the 
things being done which he desired 
should not be done. Now, I will say that 
the right honourable Gentleman answered 
me perfectly fairly. Here is what he 
said, that— 


“The Indian Government, in their reply, 
showed that if the Act was not repealed, the 
medical officers would not be able to carry out 
the regulations they had submitted for ap- 
proval. These regulations were entirely in 
accord with his dispatch, and did not go an 
inch beyond it, and as the Indian Govern- 
ment wished to repeal the Act, he gave his 
consent. But if the honourable Member 
thought they were going to take any action 
that was inconsistent with the dispatch, he 
was in error.” 

That, I am sure, represented the right 
honourable Gentleman’s views accurately 
upon the matter, and from his point of 
view was a perfectly fair answer to make, 
and, accepting that answer, I have 
awaited the result. Now, Sir, I could 
not expect an answer entirely from the 
right honourable Gentleman, even at that 
stage of the proceedings, because the 
regulations had not come in force in their 
Mr. Stuart. 
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final form. I find that there is a pro- 
vision to this effect— 

“that if a medical officer should have primd 
facie grounds for believing that any person 
living in the cantonment is suffering from 
infectious or contagious disorder,” 

he can order her up for examination, 
and if she does not come she can be 
expelled from the cantonment. I myself 
subinit that I think most people would 
think that, as many of the cantonments 
contain a very large number of people, 
even to the extent of 50,000, banish- 


ment from the cantonment is a very 
severe punishment. However, I ‘lo 
not wish to enter into that matter. 1 


merely make the statement to show that 
I accept the position taken entirely in 
that reply by the right honourable 
Gentleman. But, Sir, I now come a step 
further in the development of the matter. 
That was why I was anxious to have in 
my hands the instructions issued by the 
Government of India, to which I called 
the right honourable Gentleman’s atten- 
tion, and which no doubt will be in the 
hands of honourable Members, but which 
was sent to me from India some time age. 
The document to which I refer is a docu- 
ment issued by the Military Department 
of India, and dated the 28th of 
November, which is after the discussion 
took place between myself and the right 
honourable Gentleman in this House 
That document has this clause in it, and 
the importance of that document will be 
seen as soon as I read this clause, which 
savs— 


is 


“To give full effect to these rules Act V. of 
1895 has been repealed by Act XV. of 1897, 
and it therefore becomes desirable to state 
explicitly the poticy of the Government of 
India with respect to the future treatment 
of venereal diseases in cantonments.” 
That, of course, is of very considerable 
importance, whatever view we may take 
of these rules. In the first pace, 
I should like to call the attention cf the 
House to the fact that in the regulations 
published for the cantonments, which 
were laid upon the Table of the House 
some few weeks ago by the right honour- 
able Gentlemen, they refer to all 
manner of diseases in precisely the same 
terms, and they rightly place them unon 
absolute equality, and they also treat 
with absolute equality all persons who 
may come under the operation of those 
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regulations. Now, Sir, I take it that 
that alone is what would carry out the 
views of the right honourable Gentleman 
when he formulated his dispatch, and 
justified that dispatch upon various occa- 
sions. But when I look at the instruc- 
tions issued by the Government of India 
in connection with these regulations. I 
find in the 6th paragraph of that 
record of the 20th of November, 1897, 
to which I have referred, that it is dis- 
tinctly limiting the operation of a por- 
tion of these regulations, so far as the 
venereal diseases are concerned, to the 
women of the prostitute class. I call the 
attention of the House to paragraph 6 
of that document, which says— 

“It should be carefully borne in mind by 
those concerned that the powers conferred by 
these rules are permissive.” 

And then it proceeds to say that— 

“Tt is not the intention of the Government 
that they should be exercised in the cases of 
the respectable persons who can arrange for 
private medical attendance, and who are 
willing to take any necessary precautions to 
prevent the spread of the disease.” 

It is clear that these powers were not 
intended to be exercised in the case of 
the women to whom I have referred. 
Well, Sir, I say that that is not treating 
this particular disease on an equality 
with others. I come now to the point 
which I wish particularly to call the right 
honourable Gentleman’s attention to, and 
it is in the 4th paragraph of these 
instructions. It has been stated, as the 
House sees, that the Government of India 
desire 

“to state explicitly the policy with respect 
to the future treatment of venereal diseases 
in cantonments ;” 

and they go on to say 

“that the Governor General in Council is of 
opinion that venereal diseases should, as far 
as possible, be dealt with on the same lines 
as other infectious diseases.” 

But it proceeds further to say 

“that the new rules do not revive the system 
which was in force up to 1888. They do not 
authorise the provision of prostitutes for the 
troops, or the compulsory examination of 
prostitutes, or any scheme of registration and 
licensing for the purpose of prostitution.” 
Now, all that, if it were correct, would 
be in accordance with the right honour- 
able Gentleman's proposals. But there 
is one remarkable omission in that sta<e- 
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and that 


ment, omission is supplied 
at the end of the paragraph, but 
in a contrary sense, I am_ sure, 


to that which the right honourable Gen- 
tleman intended. In his dispatch the 
right honourable Gentleman said that 
there must be no compulsory examina- 
tion of women, and this paragraph states 
“that although there is to be no compulsory 
examination of women, medical officers may 
make arrangements to carry out from time 
to time the examination of women who volun- 
tarily present themselves.” 

Now, Sir, I ask the right honourable 
Gentleman to pay particular attention t: 
that in the light of one of his own state- 
ments in his dispatch of the 8th of July, 
1897, in which he sanctioned the rough 
draft of the regulations. He says— 

“Very much will depend on their being 
worked with zeal and intelligence.” 

Then follows this very important state- 
ment— 

“Great care will also be necessary to ensure 
that the action of the military authorities is 
kept strictly within the limits of the rules.” 
Now, Sir, I think I have shown i’ e nght 
honourable Gentleman that there exists 
a very strong necessity for him remem- 


bering that paragraph in his own dis- 
e paragray 
patch, and that there actually is that 


going beyond the rules which he has laid 
down by the military authorities, which 
is exactly what my friends said would 
happen when we brought this matter 
first before the right honourable Gentle- 
man privately, and afterwards, when I 
referred to it in the House on the same 
oceasion last year. Now, Sir, let me be 
quite frank with the right honourable 
Gentleman when I say that the carrying 
of that clause, which the Government of 
India indicate, as part of the policy of 
the Government making arrangements 
from time to time for the examination 
of women—that is the whole essence of 
the case against which I and those whom 
I have the honour to speak for in this 
House contend. Sir, it is not a question 
of whether these women voluntarily pre- 
sent themselves or not, although I think 
expulsion from the cantonment renders 
that presentation practically voluntary ; 
whether it is voluntary or not is a 


matter that affects the women, and 
does very seriously affect them, but 
it is the fact of the periodical 








- Sar a eae 


1003 Public Education 


examination of the women by the 
Government medical officers, quite 
irrespective of whether it is voluntary 
or not, which is what affects the 
troops. Now, Sir, I have endea- 
voured very concisely to put that matter 
before the right honourable Gentleman, 
and I am sure he will acquit me of any 
endeavour to exaggerate the case, or deal 
with the position unfairly. I do say, 
however, that we now see a third step 
taken in the development and _ re-estab- 
lishment of the system against which we 
have contended, and which I believe the 
right honourable Gentleman really also 
agrees with us in contending. We now 
see the re-establishment of the system 
which we had before. Now, with regard 
to this system of the examination by the 
State of women who present themselves, 
what is the object of it? It is not to 
cure the disease, but simply the provision 
of healthy women by the Government for 
the soldiers. Now, Sir, I want to make it 
perfectly clear to the right honourable 
Gentleman, and to the House, that that 
system has, in my opinion, and in the 
opinion of this House of Commons, at an 
early period of the history of this move- 
ment, created and increased the disease 
and increased immorality. Now, that is 
not what might be called a partisan view. 
It is the opinion expressed for a period 
of over 25 years, from time to time, by 
the highest authority’ in the Army—the 
Army Sanitary Commission. I hold in 
my hand their Report for 1895, which 
takes the matter to the latest dace at 
which the figures have been dealt with in 
this House, and they prove that this 
system of providing that periodical 
examination of the women should take 
place has been a failure in India. ow, 
just let me read one sentence, because I 
am sure that there is a good deal of mis- 
understanding on this point, and I take 
this, not as the opinion of a par*!san, but 
from the Report of the Army Sanitary 
Commission. 
the House with the whole of the argu- 
ment, but I will take the first point with 
which they deal. The Report says— 


I am not going to trouble 


“For this unexpected issue three causes 
seem to be mainly responsible. First, there 
was the difficulty of being able to tell when 
a woman of the prostitute class is incapable 
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of causing disease. The opinion so commonly 
held that this cannot be easily determined on 
examination is one of those popular errors 
which need correction.” 

And a little further on they say— 

“We can deal only with the facts, and 
there was ample evidence in the course of 
the Indian Lock Hospital experience to show 
that a woman’s passing the periodical examina- 
tion was no guarantee that she might not 
communicate disease.” 

Now, Sir, the result has been an increas: 
of immorality, and an increase of the 
disease. As a matter of fact, the Hous: 
is no doubt aware that during the 25 
years when this system was in full force 
in India the disease incveased almosz 
steadily, and on the whole very greatly, 
so that in the course of that time it 
doubled in the Indian army—an increase 
which has not been paralleied since the 
repeal of that Act. The House wiil per- 
ceive that the position taken up by iny- 
self and others in this matter is that 
which was taken up by many Indian 
authorities, and which was taken up by 
the Army Sanitary Commission, and by 
M. Lecour, the late Prefect of Police 
in Paris, on the same — subject. 
The question of this disease is 
one which can only be dealt with from 
a moral point of view. Now, I have 
pointed out that we have reached the 
third stage in the return to the position 
which has been described, and which I 
have endeavoured to indicate. Not only 
has that system led to an increase of 
disease, but it has led to increased 
immorality. Besides that, I want to point 
out to the right honourable Gentleman 
that, on this slippery path on which we 
are again travelling in India, there are 
many pitfalls which we must encounter. 
When once the Government have under- 
taken to provide healthy women in this 
manner for the troops, the essential con- 
sequence of this position is that the 
Government itself becomes the procurer 
of these women. Evervone will remem- 
ber in this House the events which took 
place in the year 1888, when the circular 
of the Quartermaster General of 1886 
was read, ordering a larger number 
of women to be provided in the different 
cantonments. Everyone who remembers 
that will recall to their minds the 
sequence of events, and will see the con- 
sequences of the State entering upon a 
step which is described in the paragraph 
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I have read. Everyone who remembers 
those things will see that we are led 
inevitably from that position to being the 
providers also, as well as the supervisors 
of women for the troops. What I ask 
and hope upon this question is that the 
right honourable Gentleman will bear 
this in mind, because on this matter I 
am sure the forces against him are 
stronger than he is aware of, and that 
he will bear in mind his own statement 
in the dispatch of the &th of July, 1897, 
that great care will be necessary to ensure 
that the action of the military authori- 


ties is kept strictly within’ the 
limits of ‘the rules. With regard 
to these Indian cantonments, there is 


scarcely an opportunity in this House 
except upon the present occasion, which 
occurs but once a year, of calling public 
attention to the serious character of this 
matter ; and, Sir, I de urge, and strongly 
urge, the right honourable Gentleman to 
exercise that immediate supervision 
which his own dispatch shows, I believe, 
to be necessary. I have no confidence 
whatever in, and I absolutely condemn, 
both from hygienic and moral grounds, 
the step which has been taken of re-estab- 
lishing the periodical examination of 
women which is indicated in the policy of 
the Government of India. What, then, 
do we desire to do! I am very glad to 
see that the right honourable Gentleman 
himself, in his dispatches upon this 
matter, has called attention to much 
that ought to be done. I put a question 
to him the other day as to what further 
steps have been taken by him, or by 
the Indian authorities, to carry out ihe 
wishes expressed in the last paragrapi of 
his dispatch of the 8th July, 1897, and 
he says— 


“T am in communication with the Secre- 
tary of State for War, and his Excellency the 
Commander-in-Chief, regarding the proposal 
made in paragraph 9 of your Lordships’ dis- 
patch, for the medical inspection of soldiers, 
penal stoppages for admission to hospital or 
account of venereal disease, and the punish- 
ment of men concealing the existence of this 
disease.” 


I should be glad to know wht 
further steps the right honourabie 
Gentleman has taken in that direction. 


I have seen the official document, whick 
is promised — to laid on the 
Table, in which Commandev-in- 


be 
the 
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Chief in India some time ago gave 
some advice to the soldiers which the 
right honourable Gentleman the Secre 
tary of State had suggested should be 
given. It stated that young soldiers 
should be warned, and other steps should 
be taken to guard against this growing 
evil, and with the Commander-in-Chief’s 
circular—or general order, I think it 
was called—none of us can help but have 
the greatest satisfaction. There is another 
document which bears out the position 
taken up by the Commander-in-Chief in 
India, and to which I should like to call 
the attention of the right honourable 
Gentleman, and that is the memorandum 
issued by the Commander-in-Chief of the 
War Office, in which he brings forward 
a series of proposals to the men through 
the officers, with which I, for one, wish 
to express my most hearty and complete 
approval, and which I welcome as a 
departure in the right direction, and 
which goes a good deal further, as the 
right honourable Gentleman will see, 
than the Commander-in-Chief in India 
proposed, and that is why I call attention 
to it. But before I pass from these 
two documents, the former of which is 
very germane to the issue which I raise, 
and the second of which is a corrobora- 
tion of it, I wish to call the attention of 
the House to a point which occurs in 
both of them which is of extreme im- 
portance. Sir, a report in the Z'imes- 
on Wednesday last gives the general order 
issued by the Commander-in-Chief in 
India, extracting it from some document 
on the Table of the House, which is not 
yet in the hands of Members. The 
following passage occurs in it— 


“The records of many station hospitals in 
India show that the majority of cases are 
confined within a narrow circle of men who 
are admitted again and again and thus swell 
the number of admissions. Such men, it is 
held, are fitting subjects for all the restrictions 
of discipline that can be imposed upon them, 
as they habitually render themselves unfit to 
fulfil the engagements with the State into 
which they have entered.” 


There occurs in the circular by the Com- 
mander-in-Chief the following sentence—. 


“The Commander-in-Chief is confident that 
officers, non-commissioned officers, and men in 
the Queen’s service will spare no pains to 
remove from the Army the reproach which is 
due to a want of self-restraint on the part of 
a comparatively small number of soldiers.” 
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I cal! the attention of the right 
honourable Gentleman and the House to 
that statement, because I, for one, have 
never been a party to the indiscriminate 
abuse of either the habits or the morality 
of our soldiers generally, and I do believe 
that both of these statements, coming 
from the source they do, point to the 
fact that the disease, which is so large 
in the Indian Army, is not due to the admis- 
sion of an immense number of different 
men, but is, as the mght honourable 
Gentleman has shown, very largely owing 
to the repeated admission of the same 
small group of blackguards. Now, Sir, 
that is pointed out by both those high 
authorities, and, while it vindicates 
largely the character of our soldiers 
generally, I think it also shows the pro- 
priety of those repressive and punitive 
measures in the Army itself which 1 
have indicated, which the right honour- 
able Gentleman has himself suggested, 
and which are suggested also by the 
Commander-in-Chief himself. Now, Sir, 
these are the main points that I wish to 
bring before the House, and the House 
will see that it is a most undesirable 
thing for me, or anyone else, to take 
up, and I am sure the right honourable 
Gentleman will say that I am not unduly 
detaining the House on this matter, 
because those two documents to which I 
have referred contain so much of what 
I must call the positive proposals which 
I and my friends are called upon to 
make. But the right honourable Gentle- 
man has in his hands further suggestions 
which we and others have made to him, 
and which I need not go into now; but 
let me say this to the House, that while 
disease in the Army in India has been 
increasing for 25 years by leaps and 
bounds, so that, under the operation of 
this system, it has doubled, and since 
this system has been more or less in ruins, 
it has still increased by something like 40 
per cent. ; still, while that has been the 
case in India, where we have what I 
venture to believe is the State sanction 
of this immoral practice, yet in England 
since the repeal of a similar system in the 
vear 1886 this disease in the Army in 
England has steadily and continuously 
decreased, and admissions there now stand 
at this moment 40 per cent. under 
what they were in the year 1826. 
I do not attribute that altogether to ihe 
repeal of the system which I have con- 
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demned, but I attribute it to the in- 
creased moral sense arising in the Army 
when the public authorities in this coun- 
try ceased to present vice, or this par- 
ticular vice, as a patronised and State 
provided thing. I believe that no im- 
provement in India will occur until the 
Government adopt similar moral methods 
of dealing with this question, whereby 
more decent employment, more reason- 
able habits of life, and better surround- 
ings altogether may be presented to the 
soidier. I know that the right honour- 
able Gentleman and others may say that 
we can do the two things together, we can 
present a State-regulated prostitution to 
the Army and at the same time carry out 
and encourage moralising influences. 
That is not possible. I believe that 
experience shows, and it has shown in 
England and is showing elsewhere in 
many other parts of the world, that it 
is not possible to blow hot and cold 
at once, and you must take the one 
line or the cther in this matter. Now, 
we have distinctly taken the one line 
in England, where you have a diminu- 
tion in this disease marked and distinct, 
and we have taken, I am sorry to say, 
the other line only quite recently in 
India, under which you have exactly the 
contrary result. Sir, T have avoided 
going into any unnecessary details, and 
I now, in conclusion, wish to put one 
or two definite points to the right hon- 
ourable Gentleman for his consideration 
when he replies. The first is the very 
important point which he calls atten- 
tion to in his original dispatch, and in 
a subsequent dispatch by the Govern- 
ment of India itself, and which was first 
of all called attention to by Sergeant Law- 
son before the Committee, the result of 
whose labours was the repeal of the Con- 
tagious Diseases Act. The point is 
this, that there is a great inequality in 
Gifferent stations and between different 
regiments. Let me remind the House 
that the action which has recently taken 
place has been based upon what was he- 
lieved to be a considerable increase of 
this disease in India; but when we 
come to dissect what that average is 
caused by—and the right honourable 
Gentleman knows as well as I do that it is 
an average resulting from the most extra- 
vagant divergencies—we have, as a matter 
of fact, stations in India where these 
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diseases are four times as much as at any 
oiher station, apparently under pretty 
nearly similar circumstances. We have 
between 1894 and 1895 two years which 
were compared by Lord Onslow’s Com- 
mittee, and there were many stations 
where between these two years these 
diseases were double, and other staticus 
where between these two years these dis- 
eases were reduced to half the number; 
in other words, they go down in some 
stations and up in otners, and Florence 
Nightingale was the person who, I think, 
called the right honourable Gentleman’s 
attention to this fact, that it was neces- 
sary to throw some hght upon these 
variations before vou could see wiat was 
the real position of matters. N ne, Sir, 
these variations are of extreme impert- 
ance, not only between station and sta- 
tion, but they are of extreme importance 
between regiment and regiment; and 
what we really require to get is the 
statistics and facts about the increase oi 
the decrease of this disease in different 
regiments and in different stations, be- 
cause both are necessary. The right 
honourable Gentleman himself has sug- 
gested in his Report that a small Com- 
mission should be appointed in India 
for investigating this question. That 
was suggested a year and a half ago, 
and perhaps the right honourable Gentle 
man may have some light to throw upon 
the result cf that investigation ; but while 
I have given him the facts as between 
station and station roughly, just iet me 
remind the House that it is still more 
apparent between regiment and regiment. 
Here is the Report, which I hold in my 
hand, which presented by Dr. 
Laborde, an eminent physician in Paris 
and a member of the Academy of Medi- 
cine in Paris; for it is not only in this 
country that these matters have been dis- 
cussed, but it is all over the world, and 


Was 


he quotes from Dr. Lawson, whem I 
referred to a few minutes ago, who is 
the Inspector-General of Military Hos- 


pitals, who gave in his evidence before 
the Committee of the House of Commons 
in 1881 in respect to the variation of 
this disease in Aldershot, a camp which 
then contained 12.000 men, the following 
result. of his investigations. He tells us 
this, that 


“during a visit of inspection extending over 
many months, he found that the amount of 
venereal disease in one regiment was 23 per 
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thousand, in the second 42, in a third 84, in 
a fourth 114, and in a fifth 142. It will be 
observed that these enormous differences be- 
tween regiments were manifested in the same 
camp, at the same time, and all under the 
strictest regulation. Yet one regiment has 
six times as much disease as another.” 


in India. 


To cut a long story short, the same facts 
under exactly the same conditions have 
been described by an eminent French 
doctor as existing in various sections of 
the French Army. What I learn from 
the right honourable Gentleman is that 
he has recognised the necessity of taking 
steps to deal with this evil. The only 
other point I desire to draw the right 
honourable Gentleman’s attention to is 
one that I brought before kim at an 
earlier period of the Session, and that 
is what has been done with the 
Presbyterian Mission Hospital at Nus- 


serabad because I am __ informed 
that the physician in charge of 
that hospital, Dr. Huntley, was ap- 
proached by the Government surgeon 


and asked whether he would carry out 
the new regulations in this hospital. 
This hospital has been for 25 years in 
that cantonment managed by him, and 
the building was granted to him by the 
Government at a small rent. Dr. Hunt- 
ley replied that the Mission Hospital 
had beer treating all persons affected 
with the discase in question, and that 
he was prepared to continue such treat- 
ment, but that any examination of 
women such as that authorised under 
the Contagious Diseases Acts was 
out of the question. Shortly  after- 
wards six months’ notice was served 
upen Dr. Huntley that the Government 
weuld take away this building from the 
Mission. I brought this fact before the 
right honourable Gentleman and he asked 
me for the grounds of my information, 
which, he will remember, I handed to 
him, and I shall be very glad to know 
if he has got any answer to this ques- 
tion, which was before him in April last. 
I thank the House for having listened so 
patiently to this matter, which I think is 
somewhat contentious; but the impvurt- 
ance of it is very great, and I can assure 
the House that there is, both inside the 
Hceuse and outside the very 
determined feeling that we should not 
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under any circumstances whatever—can- 
not under any circumstances whatever— 
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vent it, the re-establishment in India, or 
anywhere else, of the system which I have 
referred to. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamittoy, Middlesex, 
Ealing): Several questions have been 
brought to the notice of the House in the 
naturally cCiscursive discussion which 
occurs on the Motion that the Speaker 
do leave the Chair. I will deal first 
with the Motion of my honourable Friend 
the Member for Bethnal Green. The 
honourable Member has moved a Motion 
declaring that the present system of edu- 
cation in India has proved ineffectual in 
directing the attention and energies of 
the people to technical and industrial 
pursuits. His contention is that under 
the present system the higher branches 
of education are too literary, and that a 
large number of young men are turned 
out without any adequate means of 
obtaining employment subsequently, and 
that if the attention of the universities 
were more directed towards technical and 
industrial education a great develop- 
ment might be made in the commercial 
and industrial resources of India, and 
those who might otherwise prove a 
serious danger to the Government be 
converted into useful members of the 
community. The honourable Member for 
Dumfriesshire who seconded that Motion, 
I think, gave us a great deal of useful 
information on the subject, and I think 
he, on certain points, did not quite agree 
with my honourable Friend. I do not 
think it is true to assert that the pro- 
ductive powers of India have been 
arrested by the present system of educa- 
tion or that the country is more and 
more dependent on foreign manufac- 
tures than it was. I was Under Secre- 
tary of State nearly five and twenty 
years ago at the India Office, and I know 
that then a very considerable number 
of stores which the Indian Government 
requires had to be vurchased in this 
country. Now, a very considerable pro- 
portion of those stores can be obtained 
in India, and therefore I think it is per- 
fectly clear that not only in respect of 
Government stores, but tin other 
branches of industry there has been a 
very considerable development of manu- 
facturing enterprise in India. My honour- 
able Friend seemed to think that the 
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Indian Government have not given much 
attention to this subject, but I have 
been looking into the matter, and they 
have given to it perhaps a closer atten- 
tion than he is aware of. My honourable 
Friend pointed out that only a small per- 
centage of the total population of India 
are engaged in industrial pursuits—I 
think he said something like 3° per 
cent.—but that industrial population is 
steadily increasing, and it must be per- 
fectly clear that if we attempt suddenly 
to divert a large number of young men 
whose aim now is to obtain degrees into 


the technical and industrial branch 
of the colleges, all these young 
men will not be able to get em- 


ployment if so small a proportion of 
the population are engaged in such pur 
suits. Therefore, I think my honourable 
Friend must not anticipate too great a 
benefit from the change which he 
suggests. Every university, I  under- 
stand, at the present moment offers 
facilities for training in technical sub- 
jects. Engineering schools and electrical 
schools have been associated with all 
thesa institutions, and there is a steady 
increase in the number of «students who 
attend those classes. Neither do I think 
my honourable Friend is quite right in 
his contention that the lack of indus 
tries in India is due to the purely lite. 
rary education which is gven in the uni- 
versities. What is going on in India is 
going on in every other part of the 
civilised world. But I am in entire 
sympathy with my honourable Friend 
as regards the object of his Motion. I 
do think it would be a very great advan- 
tage if we could get the rising genera. 
tion in India to take more interest in 
technical and industrial subjects, and if 
we could persuade a large proportion of 
the students now receiving a_ literary 
education to devote themselves to other 
subjects which would be more likely to 
enablo them to obtain a livelihood than 
they can from the purely literary studies 
which they now pass. There was a 
thorough examination into this ques- 
tion made in 1882, and a long Re 
port by the Commission was then made. 
IT propose to look into the matter. I 
will do anything practicable to give ex- 
pression to the views of both mv honour- 
able Friend and the honourable Gentle- 
man opposite: but thev must bear in 
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mind that the governing bodies of these 
universities are necessarily composed 
largely of native gentlemen, and that 
their tendencies unquestionably incline to 
a purely literary education, and the first 
thing we have got to do is to change the 
taste and inclination of those who go to 
the universities. Until we do that we 
cannot hope to make any material 
change in the number of students who 
now pass through the universities with 
nothing but a purely literary education. 
[ pass to the second subject that has 
been brought to the notice of the House, 
and that was the subject of my honour- 
able Friend the Member for Hertford- 
shire. My honourable Friend is very 
much interested in Sir James Westland, 
who made a speech at Simla. He passed 
very lightly over Mr. Thorburn—— 


*Mr. VICARY GIBBS: Not lightly. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA : Well, he passed over hin, 
and then fell heavily upon Sir 
James Westland, who he said had given 
utterance to some sentiments which he 
thought were likely to influence, if not 
to intimidate, those Indian officials upon 
the Committee to which had _ been 
relegated the duty of inquiring into the 
currency system of India. As regarded 
Mr. Thorburn’s utterances, I have already 
expressed my opinion upon them in an 
answer which I gave in this House. They 
are unquestionably a breach of the rules 
which regulate civil servants, both in 
this country and in India, and I think 
there is nothing which the House, in 
the public interest, should more zealously 
guard than the maintenance in its pre- 
sent integrity of the pre-eminence of the 
Civil Service. Few countries are so 
fortunate in being so well served, and 

think that unquestionably we ought to 
adhere to the principle that no public 
servant has any right publicly to criticise 
the policy of the Government of which 
he is a servant. If he conscientiously 
differs from the heads of the Depart- 
ments, it is always competent for him to 
resign his appointment; and if it 
is necessary to enforce that prin- 
ciple in this country, it is much 
more necessary to enforce it in India. 
Well, Sir, as regards the other point to 
which my honourable Friend referred, 
the particular subject of which Mr. Thor- 
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burn spoke, 1 have only to say there is 
a wide difference of opinion as to whether 
or not the recall of Captain Barton from 
Jamrud was a proper step or not. The 
military authorities on the spot, or most 
of them, approved it, and the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, after full consideration, 
came to the conclusion that it was the 
best course to adopt. I do not propose 
in any way to express any opinion, but 
I shall shortly have before me the final 
arrangements for the future safeguarding 
of the Khyber Pass, and no doubt the 
raising and officering of local levies will 
form an integral part of that scheme, 
and then I will take care to lay down in 
clear and unmistakable language wha: 
are the relations and duties of any 
British officers to the corps to which they 
may be attached. As regards the com- 
ments my honourable Friend the Member 
for St. Albans Division made upon ths 
currency proposals, what I would suggest 
is that my honourable Friend should 
tender himself as a witness before the 
Committee. My honourable Friend 
will have an opportunity of placing 
his views before, and of being cross- 
examined by, a body which thoroughly 
understands the subject. Now, Sir, 
I turn to the question to which 
the honourable Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Shoreditch has directed the 
attention of the House. I am entirely in 
sympathy with him on some points, but 
I differ from the honourable Gentleman 
in his conclusions. I am bound to say, 
however, that I fully and firmly appre- 
ciate the sincerity of the motives which 
actuate him, and those who co-operate 
with him. We unfortunately differ, and 
as time goes on we may differ more; 
but, still, I will always endeavour in any 
controversy to conduct it with the utmost 
courtesy, and to recognise that they are 
moved by good and sincere motives. Now, 
the honourable Gentleman must recol- 
lect that when we came into office we 
found a rather remarkable state of 
things—a state of things which is almost 
incredible. A certain body of ladies and 
gentlemen, with the desire of promoting 
social purity and public morality, had 
actually contrived in their zeal that it 
should be enacted in India that venereal 
disease should be the only disease that 
should be exempted from the regulations 
and restrictions applicable to cther 

















































mer Re ruAN Ey 


~— 









1015 Public Education 


contagious diseases. In India, where the 
executive is probably more powerful and 
better organised than in any other coun- 
try in the world, the only persons who 
could absolutely snap their fingers at the 
Government of India were diseased 
prostitutes, and there was absolutely no 
power to stop that class of women from 
spreading disease. Now, that condition 
of things seemed to me absolutely in- 


tolerable. I do not want to go into any 
general discussion of principles and| 


motives. I would simply say I have always | 


looked on this, not as a military, but as 
a national question. We have to pro- 
mote the health of the people. We have 
a magnificent Army in India, an Army 
capable of great performances. It must 


not be forgotten that, during the past | 


two years, not only have they distin- 
guished themselves on the frontier and 
elsewhere, but when the Warren Hastings 
transport was in danger all these young 
soldiers—for all our soldiers in 
are more or less young—these young 
soldiers, in a sinking ship, stood there 
for hours, and not cno of them moved 
until every woman and child on board 
was removed. Therefore I say that they 
are young men full of chivalrous in- 
stincts towards the weaker sex; and I 
do think it an absolute disgrace to the 
Government of this country that it should 
allow a condition of things to exist in 


India under which this superb Army | 


becomes a sewer by which the worst of 
all diseases is brought into this country. 
That being the position of things, I 
thought we ought to do something to 
get rid of this terrible disease. What 
I proposed to do was simply to put the 
venereal on the same footing as other 
contagious diseases ; and I expressly laid 
down certain conditions which should not 
be infringed, and I do not think honour- 
able Gentlemen can complain of our sub- 
sequent action But, Sir, the Act had 
been passed in 1895, and it was passed 
—honourable Gentlemen will excuse me 
for saying so—for the express purpose 
of putting this disease on a different 
footing than other diseases. Therefore, 
when we determined that it was advisable 
that these diseases should be treated on 
the same footing and put in the same 
category as other contagious diseases, we 
had to repeal the Act of 1895. An 
honourable Member has called attention 
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to the carrying out of the regulations in 
the case of certain women; and I may 
say that instructions were given to in- 
specting officers that they might make 
exceptions in the case of women who 
might properly be excused from inspec- 
tion. It was exactly in this way: in the 
/cantonment area, where there was often 
|a very large population—over 50,000 
people—it was represented to us that 
‘there might be cases of perfectly respect- 
able women who, by some means, had 
come into contact with the disease. In 
| those cases we did the only possible 
|thing we could do. After consulting the 
best legal authorities on the subject, and 
|in deference to native opinion, to which, 
I feel sure, most of us in this House 
would feel bound to pay attention, we 
| permitted the exemption from the regula- 
jtions of ladies coming under the condi- 
‘tions described, provided we had evidence 
'to show that they were under proper 
medical treatment. Well, then, Sir, the 
honourable Gentleman went on, a little 
unconsciously, perhaps, to indulge gene- 
rally in arguments about these regula- 
tions, and he adduced what purported to 
be evidence to show that the regulations 
had not reduced the disease of the coun- 
try. Well, Sir, I have taken. the utmost 
care to test the accuracy of these figures ; 
and I can assure the honourable Member 
| that there is indisputable evidence to 
show that the removal of all regulations 
has largely increased the disease in India, 
and that disease has been greatly aug- 
| mented. For 11 years—that is, from 
1873 to 1884, during the period the 
regulations were in full force—the in- 
crease in India was about 10 per 1,000 
per annum, being from 181 to 293 per 
1,000. In the whole of this period great 
changes were taking place in the Army 
system, the tendency of the short service 
system being to increase the liability of 
the soldiers to the disease, but we had the 
satisfaction of seeing the increase of dis- 
ease amount to only 10 per 1,000 per 
annum. Now, between 1885 and 1895, 
the restrictions were gradually removed, 
while a great deal of trouble was taken to 
promote morality those with 
the disease most common. 
During this period, 1885 to 1895, the 
22 per 1,000, as 
| against only 10 per 1,000 in the period 
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1873 to 1884; while in the worst forms 
of this disease—constitutional syphilis 
—the increase was from 24 to 8&4 per 
1,000. Therefore these figures, which 
I have very’ closely investigated, 


prove conclusively and _ absolutely 
that the removal of regulations 


tends to intensify and augment the 
disease. Reforms have been suggested 
and acted upon, and with regard to the 
inspection of the men, that has been put 
in the hands of the military authorities. 
Again, memoranda have been issued by 
the Commander-in-Chief in India, and the 
Commander-in-Chief at home, in which 
they have impressed upon regimental 
officers the necessity of giving good advice 
to young soldiers, and pointing out the evil 
consequences flowing from vicious habits, 
and the Commander-in-Chief, as the 
honourable Gentleman is aware, has in 
these memoranda directed that in the 
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prohibited by the Act of 1895, to which 
my honourable Friend referred ; and why 
an Act which prohibited the very things 
which were prohibited by the noble Lord 
should be repealed is beyond my com- 
prehension. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: What things does the honour- 
able Gentleman refer to! 


*Mr. H. J. WILSON: I was referring 
to the passage my honourable Friend 
cited, as to periodical compulsory exami- 
nation. 





recommendations for promotion care shall 
be taken to see that those selected are 
free from vicious habits. Sir, I quite 
appreciate that close criticism may well 
be given to all our proposals in a matter 
of this kind, and to any alterations or 
departures from established rule. I will 
only say for myself that I look upon this 
question as one of national importance, 
and one which must not be looked at 
from a merely political point of view. 
An honourable Member calls my atten- 
tion to the fact that, although we have 
all these statements as to the principles 
laid down in the original dispatch, there 
was an instruction to medical officers as 
to the women who voluntarily offered 
themselves for inspection. Now, I ask, 
what would be said of the Government 
whose officials, when these women volun- 
tarily presented themselves for inspec- 
tion, shrunk from their duty? Surely, 
that would lay the officials under a charge 
of gross inhumanity. I believe, Sir, that 
the regulations which we have laid down 
can, from every point of view, be justi- 
fied. They are in accord with one of the 
highest precepts of the Christian religion, 
which exhorts us to heal the sick. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 


INDIA: I said there was to be no periodi- 


cal and compulsory examination. 


*Mr. H. J. WILSON: Does the noble 
Lord lay stress on the word “and”! 
Because the country at large understood 
that there was to be no compulsory or 
periodical examination. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA: The honourable Gentleman then 
would have no examination at all. 


*Mr. H. J. WILSON: I am talking of 
the periodical examination, and the terms 
which my honourable Friend quoted from 
the recent Circular, authorised examina- 
tion “from time to time.” I should like to 
know what distinction there is. Before 
I go any further, Sir, I should like to 
say what I had intended to say at the 
beginning; I desire to associate myself 
entirely with my honourable Friend with 
reference to the unvarving courtesy with 
which we have always been treated by 
the noble Lord. I have had occasion 
to put to him a great many questions, 
and to ask him for a number of papers, 
both publicly and privately, and I can 
say that from no Minister on that Bench, 
belonging to one Party or the other, have 
I received greater courtesy than I have 





from the noble Lord. Then, Sir, the 
noble Lord spoke about the increase of 
venereal disease, but I am_ perfectly 
unable to understand the figures that 
he gave us just now. If time permitted 


*Mr. H. J. WILSON: The noble Lord iI could quote figures taken from Lord 
has rea‘ly not touched the point raised| Onslow’s Committee of an entirely dif- 


by mv honourable Friend. 


In his dis- | ferent character. 


I agree with the noble 


patch of the 26th March the noble Lord | Lord that in certain vears when the regu- 


laid down that certain thines were not 


to be done: 


those things were already 


lations were in constant overstion there 
- an increase of about 10 or 11 per cent. 
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yearly, but during the subsequent period, 
when, as he said, the regulations were in 
partial or entire suspension—I think very 
partial, indeed—the rate of increase was 
less. But, as my honourable Friend says, 
we do not found ourselves on statistics ; 
our argument is independent of statis- 
tics; but we say that they do not bear 
out the statements made by the noble 
Lord and others on that side. I shou!d 
like to point out that the Army Sanitary 
Commission (although its members 
appeared to waver and change their minds 
recently) did not pretend that these regu- 
lations would stamp out the disease ; 
they only said that with the regulations 
the disease would spread less rapidly. 
However, Sir, what I rose to say chiefly 
was this: these diseases are on a dif- 
ferent footing to other diseases. There | 
is no moral question connected with 
small-pox or typhoid fever, whereas there 
is a moral question connected with these 
diseases. We entirely agree with the 
noble Lord about healing the sick, but 
we draw the widest distinction between 
healing the sick and making provision 
for the consequences of immorality. John 
Stuart Mill laid it down, before a Com- | 
mittee of this House, that it was no 
part of the business of the State io make 
provision beforehand for the consequences 
of immoralities of any kind ; and a higher 
than John Stuart Mill laid it down 
that we had no business to make provi- 
sion for the flesh to fulfil the lust thereof. | 
If the noble Lord gives the great weight | 
of his influence in pushing on those kinds | 
Mr. H. J. Wilson. 
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of moral reforms which have been laid 
down as essential by two Commanders-in- 
Chief, he would help to accomplish a 
reform in the diminution of disease in 
the Army which never has been accom- 
plished, and never will be accomplished 
by the regulations to which we now 
object. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Resolved 


“That it appears, by the Accounts laid 
before this House, that the Total Revenue 
of India for the year ending on the 3lst day 
of March, 1897, was Rx.94,129,741; that the 
Total Expenditure in India and in Eng- 
land charged against the Revenue was 
Rx.95,834,763; that there was an Excess of 
Expenditure over Revenue of Rx.1,705,022 ; 
and that the Capital Outlay on Railways and 
Irrigation Works not charged against Revenue 
Lord George 
Hamilton.) 


Resolution to be reported. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Whereupon, in pursuance of the Order 


| of the House of the 18th day of July last, 


Mr. SpeakER adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


House adjourned at 11.10. 
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